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INVESTIGATION OF IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE 
LABOR OR MANAGEMENT FIELD 


MONDAY, MARCH 23, 1959 


U.S. Senate, 
SeLect CoMMITTEE ON IMPROPER ACTIVITIES 
IN THE LaBor AND MANAGEMENT FIELD, 
Washington, D.C. 

The select committee met at 2:20 p.m., pursuant to Senate Resolu- 
tion 44, agreed to February 2, 1959, in the caucus room of the Senate 
Office Building, Senator John L. McClellan (chairman of the select 
committee) presiding. 

Present: Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Sena- 
tor Frank Church, Democrat, Idaho; Senator Carl T. Curtis, Re- 
publican, Nebraska. 

Also present: Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel; Walter R. May, 
assistant counsel; John P. Constandy, assistant counsel; Pierre E. G. 
Salinger, investigator; Ruth Y. Watt, chief clerk. 

The CuatrrmMan. The committee will be in order. 

(Members of the select committee present at the convening of the 
session were Senators McClellan and Curtis. ) 

The Cuarrman. The Chair will make a brief opening statement 
since we are beginning a new phase, or rather chapter, in this coin- 
machine investigation that we have been conducting. 

The committee looks today to a study of the coin-operated machine 
industry in the New Orleans area, and particularly with reference 
to operations in Jefferson Parish, Louisiana, which has long been 
notorious for the continuing operation of gambling despite the ille- 
gality of these enterprises. 

In previous hearings on the coin-operated machine business the 
committee has developed testimony on varying patterns of labor and 
management control of this industry. We have found areas where the 
coin-machine industry was dominated solely by the labor unions. We 
have found areas where labor unions, in collusion with management 
associations, controlled the business. We have found areas where 
racketeers control the industry by association with labor unions or 
management or both. 

The Louisiana picture presents still another type of control of this 
industry. Certain key racket figures have achieved a degree of dom- 
ination over the coin-operated machine business where they are able, 
singlehandedly, to enforce their control over locations through 
threats, coercion, and in some cases through alliances with corrupt 
public officials, as we expect the evidence to show. 
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Two attempts have been made to organize the coin-operated ma- 
chine business in New Orleans, one by the International Brotherhood 
of Electrical Workers, and another by the International Brotherhood 
of Teamsters. Interviews with union officials involved in these drives 
have indicated that, while in most areas of the country the employers 
have found it necessary to do business with labor unions in order to 
effect the type of control needed in this industry, in the New Orleans 
area these employers have actively fought unionization. The reason 
for this, according to these union officials, is the long-entrenched pat- 
tern of control over the industry already established by the companies 
in the business. 

The committee does not intend, nor does it wish, to convey the im- 
pression that all coin-operated companies in the Jefferson Parish area 
are controlled by racketeers. I may say, parenthetically, neither does 
the committee intend to convey that impression with respect to coin- 
operated machines throughout the country. They are certainly not 
all controlled by syndicates or by racketeers, but in some of these in- 
stances, certainly where we are investigating, we find that they are. 

The racketeers who are active in jukeboxes, and pinball and gam- 
bling machines in the Jefferson Parish area, however, seem to be as 
powerful as any in this country, and their influence over this indus- 
try, as well as over certain other legitimate enterprises in the com- 
munity, is of tremendous magnitude, as we expect the evidence will 
show. 

All right, Mr. Kennedy, call the first witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, the first witness will be Mr. Aaron 
Kohn. But prior to the time that he begins his testimony, we have 
worked up an index of individuals whose names will come up during 
the course of the hearings, which I present to you and which might be 
helpful if it is placed in the record. It gives a description of some 
of the people that will be named during the course of the afternoon 
and tomorrow. 

The Cuatrman. This is just for information. This may be in- 
serted just for information. It will not be accepted as evidence but 
only for information, and as names are given in the course of the 
testimony, by reference to this it may help to identify who the persons 
are who are being referred to in the sworn testimony. 

(The list referred to follows :) 


INDIVIDUALS OF INTEREST—NEW ORLEANS AREA 


Allen, Edward M., also known as “Red”: Former member of St. Louis ‘Cuckoo 
Clan”; gambler. (New Orleans.) 

Arnoult, James: Chief civil deputy, Jefferson Parish. 

Badalamatri, Louis: Brother-in-law of Carlos Marcello; public official. 

Bagneris, Louis E., “Buster”: Key figure in lottery and handbook gambling, 
St. Bernard Parish, La. 

Beverly Country Club, Jefferson Parish, former Costello-Lansky-Kastel gam- 
bling casino. 

Civello, Joseph, Dallas, Tex.: Participant in Apalachin, N.Y., mobster meeting. 

Coci, Malcolm “Red”: Chief criminal deputy, Jefferson Parish. 

Coci, William S.: Sheriff of Jefferson Parish, La. 

Cohen, Dan, New Orleans: Former owner of cigarette, music, and pinball ma- 
chine companies. 

Costello, Frank, New York: Nationally notorious racketeer. 

Corinne Club, St. Bernard Parish, La.: Operated by Will Guillot. 
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Culotta, James J., Jefferson Parish, La.: Business associate of Carlos Marcel- 
lo; member of planning and zoning commission, Jefferson Parish. 

Dargis, Aloysius A., Jr., Jefferson Parish: Jukebox operator. 

Dixie Coin Machine Co., New Orleans: Formerly area distributor for Mills 
slot machines, of which Marcello is a partner. 

Fredo, Anthony, also known as Tony Logan, Jefferson Parish: Officer in Bey- 
erly Club. 

Geigerman, William B., also known as “Bonny”: Related to Frank Costello; 
boxing promoter. 

Gillen, Pat: Bar owner, Jefferson Parish, La. 

Guillot, Willard F., St. Bernard Parish: Guillot Amusement Company. 

Huey Distributing Co., Jefferson Parish: Run by Vincent Marcello, with Carlos 
as part owner. 

Huffine, Albert C., Jefferson Parish: Associate in coin-machine operations 
with Marcello. 

Jefferson Music Co., Gretna, La.: Owned by Vincent and Carlos Marcello; 
jukes, pinballs, slots. 

Marcello, Anthony, Metairie, La.: Brother of Carlos. 

Marcello, Carlos, Metairie, La.: Notorious rackets boss in Louisiana, who 
has been fighting deportation since 1952. 

Marcello, Joseph, Metairie, La. : Brother of Carlos. 

Marcello, Pasquale J., Harvey, La.: Brother of Carlos, 

Marcello, Peter, Jefferson Parish: Brother of Carlos. 

Marcello, Salvadore, also known as Sam, Jefferson Parish: Brother of Carlos. 

Marcello, Vincent, Jefferson Parish: Brother of Carlos. 

Muller, Henry, New Orleans: Muller Restaurant Supply Company, associate 
of Carlos Marcello. 

Nastasi Distributing Co., New Orleans. 

New Southport Club: Former gambling casino in Jefferson Parish. 

Nola Printing Co., Jefferson Parish: Headquarters for Louisiana wire service. 

Occhipinti, Roy, and Frank, Jefferson Parish. 

Pecora, Nofio J., New Orleans: Narcotics ex-convict. 

Pecoraro, Joe, Jefferson Parish : Major gambling figure. 

Perez, Horace (deceased), Jefferson Parish. 

Poretto, Joseph A., Jefferson Parish : Manager of wire service for Marcello mob. 

Richardson, Walter: Bar owner, Jefferson Parish, La. 

Southern Coin Machine Exchange, Jefferson Parish. 

Spataro, Joe, also known as “Spow-Wow,” Shreveport, La. 

Town & Country Motel, Bossier City, La. 

Vac-Key Amusement Co., Jefferson Parish. 

Vuci, Frank L., Port Allen and Baton Rouge, La. 


Mr. Kennepy. All of the names of individuals there are not going 
to be named in a derogatory fashion, but it gives a little bit of back- 
ground and gives the name of some of those people whose names will 
arise during the course of the hearing. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Aaron Kohn. 

The CHarman. Will you be sworn, please ? 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Koun. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF AARON M. KOHN 


The Cuarrman. Mr. Kohn, state your name, your place of residence, 
and your business, occupation, or employment, please. 

Mr. Koun. Aaron M. Kohn, of New Orleans, La., managing direc- 
tor of the Metropolitan Crime Commission of New Orleans, Ine. 

The Cuatrman. Is that commission created by law? 
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Mr. Koun. No, sir; it is a civic agency consisting of business, pro- 
fessional, and clerical leaders of the community who have joined to- 
gether as citizens to fight organized crime. 

The CHarrman. It is a voluntary association that has been jin- 
corporated, dedicated to the purpose of fighting crime and trying to 
preserve law and order, I assume; is that right? 

Mr. Koun. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. When was this organization established ? 

Mr. Koun. It was incorporated in 1952, and it became active on 
the Ist of May of 1954. 

The CuHarrman. Have you been its director or manager since that 
time ? 

Mr. Kony. I have; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. You waive counsel, of course? 

Mr. Konn. Yes, sir. 

The Crarrman. All right, Mr. Kennedy, proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Kohn, you spell your name K-o-h-n; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. A-a-r-o-n ? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were with the Federal Bureau of Investi- 
gation ? 

Mr. Kony. For 9 years. 

Mr. Kennepy. During what period of time? 

Mr. Konn. From 1930 to 1939. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you do after that ? 

Mr. Kony. I was the acting chief counsel and chief investigator 
for the Emergency Crime Committee of the Chicago City Council. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was that? 

Mr. Koun. That was in 1952. 

Mr. Kennepy. And after that ? 

Mr. Koun. In New Orleans, I was first the executive director and 
chief investigator for the Special Citizens Investigating Committee 
of the New Orleans Commission Council. That was in 1953 and 1954, 
just prior to occupying my present position. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you became managing director of the Metro- 
politan Crime Commission; is that right ? 

Mr. Kony. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Kohn, you have a statement in connection 
with the growth of organized crime in the Louisiana area, that you 
have prepared to give to the committee ? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir; I have. 

Mr. Kennepy. It is just a short statement, Mr. Chairman, and he 
probably won’t want to read it all, but he does have some information. 
We have had representatives from law-enforcement bodies through- 
out the country that have come before the committee and given the 
situation in their particular area, and as a prelude to Mr. Kohn’s 
testimony, I would like to have him give this little bit of background. 

The Cuarrman. Do you prefer to read your entire statement ? 

Mr. Koun. No, sir; there is a brief section of it that perhaps you 
may want in specific form. 
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The Cuarrman. If it is brief, I would have it all printed in the 
record. You can just touch on the highlights of it, but if it is 
brief, just go ahead and read all of it. 

Mr. Koun. The New Orleans area, as part of south Louisiana, 
has frequently been referred to in connection with the Mafia in the 
United States. The word “Mafia” has become a convenient, habitual 
and descriptive means of communicating the scope and viciousness of 
criminal groups in the Marcello mob category. If it is the only 
fitting word for that purpose, perhaps usage will lend it meaning 
and adapt it to change. 

Mr. Kennepy. Whom do you refer to there by Marcello? 

Mr. Koun. The Marcello mob is a term which we apply to the 
group of persons who are active under the leadership of Toslen Mar- 
cello. 

The CuHairMman. Where are they located ? 

Mr. Koun. They center their activities largely in Jefferson Parish, 
La., but range much beyond its borders throughout south Louisiana, 
and elsewhere. 

The Cuairman. They practically operate out of Jefferson Parish, 
that is what you are saying. That is their general headquarters? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. But it extends even beyond the borders of Louisiana; 
does it not 

Mr. Koun. We find their fingers in Texas, and in Mississippi, Ala- 
bama, and, of course, their contacts with fellow mobsters around. 

The CuarrmMan. Do they reach up in Arkansas anywhere? We are 
pretty close. 

Mr. Kounn. Hot Springs, Ark., is rather a popular gathering place 
for them, with their friends. 

The CuatrMan. Thank you. I didn’t want to slight my own State, 
if it needs any attention. 

Mr. Kennepy. And also up into Missouri; isn’t that right? 

Mr. Konn. Yes, sir; in the St. Louis area. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you continue? 

Mr. Koun. To describe organized crime in our Nation at this time 
as “Mafia” is to mislead by understatement of the facts. Reported 
originally to have been organized in Sicily to extort money from 
wealthy landowners for redistribution among the poor, it was inevit- 
able that the leaders of this group became ruthless in their exercise of 
power. Murder, brutality and terror became nonselective as to vic- 
tims. 

The Mafia was imported into the United States through New Or- 
leans, where “Black Hand” activities probably continued for some 
time after they had disappeared elsewhere in the Nation, primarily 
because economic and industrial development came later to New Or- 
leans than to most other parts of the country. 

The Mafia in south Louisiana was largely a self-contained group of 
Sicilian aliens and Sicilian-Americans, almost invariably victimizing 

ersons of their own extraction, who by tradition were expected not to 

ear witness against these evildoers, under threat of death. They were 
fought by law-enforcement authorities, and they fought back. They 
murdered the New Orleans police chief, Dave Hennessy, in 1890, and 
there was difficulty in finding someone to replace him. 
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In the years that followed, police efforts to cope with the Mafia 
usually were baffled by the code of “silence or murder.” Men were 
hanged then as identifiable Mafia members. In at least one instance 
the militia was brought in to prevent an attempted release of Mafia 
killers. 

The organized racketeers and gangsters of our time resemble the 
Mafia to the degree the modern automobile may be likened to the 
model T Ford. The objective is the same, but the modus operandi is 
much more complex, far-reaching, and destructive. 

It is true, many key mobsters of our time are of Sicilian birth or 
extraction, but others derive from elsewhere in Italy, as did Al Capone 
and Frank Costello. And many are native-born Americans of na- 
tional origins as varied as the ingredients which blend into America’s 
melting pot. 

The top mobsters of Louisiana maintain contact with and join in 
common objectives with their counterparts elsewhere. Freely and ex- 
pensively they move around the country and are visited in tur, 
For years, unlike their Mafia predecessors, the Marcello mob has 
found little need to fight against officials charged with exercising 
police powers. They do not murder police, nor do police kill them. 
They sometimes enforce their code of control by killing each other, but 
the law imposes no final penalty. 

Unlike the Mafia leaders of yesterday, the Carlos Marcellos of 
today do not battle the long arm of the law, for they find that they 
last longer, grow richer, and look more respectable by linking arms 
with willing officers of the law, and they can reinforce their sense of 
power and security: 

The CHatrMan. By doing what? 

Mr. Koun. By linking arms with officers of the law. And they can 
reinforce their sense of power and security with their experiences in 
dealing with otherwise law-abiding citizens who are glad to share in 
their profitmaking skills. 

Mr. Kennepy. You would say in summary, then, the situation today 
is far more critical than it has ever been ? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, Mr. Kennedy; by far. 

The CuatrMan. Do you mean in your area down there? 

Mr. Koun. This would be true in Louisiana, and would also be true 
from our knowledge of the growth of power in organized crime 
throughout most sections of the Nation. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you also say that it grows critical year by 
year, rather than the situation improving? 

Mr. Konn. Yes, sir; I would. 

Mr. Kennepy. You speak specifically about Carlos Marcello as 
being the one who is the leader of the mob or group in the Louisiana 
area. Would you tell us a little bit about the background of Carlos 
Marcello? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir. Carlos Marcello, as Carlareo Manicir—— 

Mr. Kennepy. C-a-r-l-a-r-e-o M-a-n-i-c-i-r? 

Mr. Konn. Yes, sir; that is one of the varied spellings of that 
name. He was born in Tunis, Africa, in 1910. While he was still an 
infant, less than a year of age, he was brought to the New Orleans 
area and has resided there almost continuously ever since. Marcello 
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has never become a citizen of our country, although in his typical dis- 
dain for our laws, on at least. one occasion he registered to vote. 

Mr. Kennepy. He has never become a citizen ? 

Mr. Koun. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Has he some other brothers and sisters in the New 
Orleans area ¢ 

Mr. Koun. He has five brothers and two sisters living in Jefferson 
Parish, principally, although one lives outside of it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are those brothers active in one or more of his 
operations ¢ 

Mr. Koun. Every one of his brothers and one brother-in-law have 
been continuously active in the growth of the Marcello mob. 

Senator Curtis. You said that he had never bothered to become a 
citizen. Do you happen to know whether he has ever asserted any 
protection of the Constitution in court proceedings or otherwise? 

Mr. Kony. In his appearance before the U.S. Senate committee in- 
vestigating organized crime in interstate commerce, in public hear- 
ings in New Orleans in January 1951, he refused to answer more than 
140 questions on the ground that he might incriminate himself. 

Senator Curtis. In other words, he has asked for the benefits and 
protections of the Constitution, but he has not availed himself of the 
opportunity of assuming some of the responsibilities ? po 

r. Konun. No, sir; he has certainly not accepted the responsibilities 
either of a good alien or a good citizen. 

Mr. Kennepy. Has he ever been arrested or convicted of any crime? 

Mr. Koun. He has quite a lengthy criminal record. When he was 
19 years old, which would have been 1929, he and a younger brother, 
Peter, about whom more will be mentioned later, were charged by 
police as accessories in connection with a bank robbery in the Algiers 
section of New Orleans, and the district attorney later dismissed 
charges against him. 

Roughly 6 months later, in May 1930, Carlos was convicted of as- 
sault and robbery and sent to the State penitentiary for a period of 
9 to 14 years. There was some very interesting testimony in that 
trial, perhaps, if it is read into its later history. 

During press reports, Marcello was referred to as a “Fagin.” 

The CHarrman. As a what? 

Mr. Koun. Fagin, F-a-g-i-n, recalling the Dickens story. It ap- 
pears from the testimony that Marcello and a confederate induced two 
Juveniles, whom they met in a dancehall, to hold up a chain grocery 
store. Marcello supplied them with a gun, and with the know-how 
on how to steal a getaway car. 

The two youngsters were later apprehended and testified against 
Marcello in the proceedings. Marcello was paroled after his convic- 
tion and imprisonment, in September 1934, after serving less than 5 
years of his not less than 9-year sentence. 

Then the following year he was pardoned by Gov. O. K. Allen. 
Mr. Kennepy. Do you know what the basis of the pardon was? 
Mr. Koun. No, sir; I do not. 
Mr. Kennepy. That was 1935? 
Mr. Konn. That was 1935, in July 1935. 


Marcello’s pardon came in the same year that Frank Costello and 
Dandy Phil Kastel made the agreement with the then Senator Huey 
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Long to move their slot-machine operations from New York to New 
Orleans. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is Dandy Phil Kastel? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then they started an active operation in coin 
machines, with slot machines, in the New Orleans area; is that right? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir; in 1935. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Marcello ultimately move in with them and be- 
come a partner ? 

Mr. Koun. Not long thereafter, Marcello started showing up asa 
partner in various slot-machine enterprises which were stimulated in 
the Costello-Kastel syndication in the New Orleans area. 

Mr. Kennepy. So shortly after receiving his pardon he became a 
close associate, a business partner, of Frank Costello and Dandy Phil 
Kastel ? 

Mr. Koun. That is correct. 

During the late 1930’s and early 1940’s the rise of Marcello was co- 
incident with the expanding gambling interests of the Costello-Kastel 
group, and he was a partner in various of their enterprises. 

Marcello’s pardon in 1935 kept him free for a few years, but within 
the time he should have been imprisoned, but for executive clemency, 
he was again in trouble with the law. In January 1935 he was arrested 
by New Orleans police for assault and robbery and released. In Feb- 
ruary 1935 he was charged with violation of the U.S. internal revenue 
laws. The case was later dismissed. 

Then Marcello was rounded up by Federal agents as part of what 
was then called the biggest marihuana ring in New Orleans history. 
He pleaded guilty on October 29, 1938, to the sale of more than 23 
pounds of untaxed marihuana and was sent to Atlanta Penitentiary. 

The Cuatrman. What year was that? 

Mr. Konun. That was 1938. He was also fined $76,830, which 
amount becomes important a little later, which included both the un- 
paid marihuana taxes and the penalty. 

Marcello was discharged by conditional release on August 18, 1939, 
from Atlanta, and in little more than a year he ran afoul of USS. 
immigration authorities in 1940, and in the same year was again ar- 
rested by New Orleans police for having no honest, visible means of 
support. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he pay the fine of $76,830 to the Federal Gov- 
ernment ? 

Mr. Koun. No, sir. He, while in the penitentiary, had an affidavit 
filed by his wife, pleading poverty, and when Marcello was released, 
he and his attorneys arranged to settle the $76,000 for $400. 

While Marcello was awaiting incarceration, after his narcotics con- 
viction, and was out on a $3,000 bond, which, incidentally, had been 
arranged for by his father, Marcello had two near misses with police. 
In June 1938 he was arrested for supplying marihuana to Clarence 
Cheramie, of Lafourche Parish. Cheramie had had a previous prison 
record for narcotics possession and this time was sent to Atlanta for 
21 months. The charge against Marcello, however, was dismissed. 

‘Then on September 8, 1938, Marcello and Anthony “Yaga” Mustac- 
chia—Mustacchia was a frequent narcotics violator who had not 
long been out of Atlanta at the time we refer— they were arrested 
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after a high-speed chase through the New Orleans streets. Mus- 
tacchia had been under surveillance by police at the Circle Inn 
Bar and fled to avoid arrest. He jumped on the running board of 
Marcello’s car and they drove away at terrific speed, escaping police 
for the time. Mustacchia later was apprehended with a gun in his 
possession, and then, not long thereafter, Marcello was arrested 
emerging from a vacant lot where a search dev eloped that a gun had 
been secreted. ae 

I have been unable to find any record of the disposition of that 
arrest. Then in January 1948 a news photographer, Larry Schoen- 
berger, snapped photographs of women demonstrating in front of 
the Gretna Courthouse against then Sheriff Frank “King” Clancy’s 
interference with a polit ical parade. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is Gretna ? 

Mr. Konn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is the significance of Gretna? 

Mr. Koun. Well, Gretna is what might be called the parish seat, 
the courthouse for the parish, and the public officials of the parish are 
centered in Gretna for the entire Jefferson Parish area, which is large 
and sprawling. 

Then Gretna is the principal headquarters for the Marcello mob 
operations. Gretna might be likened in relationship to the te 
to what Cicero in the past had been to the Capone mob. It was a 

place to which they could always draw back and be sure that no ig 
Sabrcement action would be taken against them. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you spoke about the fact that the women were 
demonstrating against Sheriff Frank C lancy. That is Frank “King” 
Clancy ? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy. He appeared before the Kefauver committee or 
ultimately appeared before them ? 

Mr. Koun. Well, sir, he appeared before the Kefauver committee 
twice, first to lie and the second time to confess. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was a notorious figure in that area ? 

Mr. Koun. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened there? 

Mr. Koun. Well, as this photographer started to drive away after 
taking his pictures, he was stopped by Carlos Marcello and Marcello’s 
then bodyguard, Salvatore Marcianti. After grabbing and destroying 
the newsman’s camera, they backed him up against the wall and went 
through his pockets. There were deputy sheriffs standing by watch- 
ing the proceedings but they didn’t interfere. The victim filed charges 
in Gretna against Marcello and Marcianti for robbery by force, but 
there is no indication of any prosecutive proceedings and these char ges 
cannot be found in Marcello’s official criminal record. As a matter 
of fact, although Marcello’s life of crime has centered in and around 
Jefferson Parish, it has not been possible to locate any currently avail- 
able record to indicate his arrests or charges in that parish. 

Mr. Kennepy. There is a new sheriff now, is there not, in Jefferson 
Parish ? 

Mr. Koun. In June 1956, following about 28 years of Sheriff 


Clancy’s administration, a “reform” sheriff took office, whose name is 
William Coci. 
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Mr. Kennepy. How do you spell his name? 

Mr. Koun. C-o-c-i. 

Mr. Kennepy. Has the situation improved in Jefferson County, 
in Jefferson Parish, since Sheriff Coci has taken over? 

Mr. Koun. From the viewpoint of the racketeers, yes. However, 
in terms of law enforcement it has deteriorated. 

The CuHatrman. Do you mean that is your present sheriff down 
there ? 

Mr. Koun. Our new sheriff, a young lawyer who took office in 1956, 
had never, from my knowledge, held any prior public office; has en- 
gaged in a very aggressive anti-good government movement, we might 
call it, since he has taken office. 

The Cuarrman. Is that this Coci? 

Mr. Koun. Coci. 

The Cuarrman. We have a television program, have we not, about 
the Sheriff of Cochise? That is not the same sheriff you are talking 
about is it ? 

Mr. Koun. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You do not feel that the majority of citizens of the 
parish favor lawlessness, do you ? 

Mr. Koun. No, sir; I certainly do not. But I do believe that cer- 
tain traditions of collusion between key law enforcement officers and 
our racketeers over a long period of time has tended to create an atmos- 
phere in which citizens are fearful of law enforcement officers and, 
therefore, are very reluctant to openly or vigorously combat the 
alliances to which I refer. 

Senator Curtis. Perhaps sometimes at the polls they do not have 
a clear-cut choice. 

Mr. Koun. Too often this is true. I might point out that in the 
case of their election of Sheriff Coci in 1956, they thought they were 
getting reform, and they found, however, the reformation was of a 
totally different kind than they had voted for. 

Mr. Kennepy. Heran asa reform sheriff ? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir; he was a part of a reform movement which 
was intended to bring in a new and efficient charter which, inciden- 
tally, after he took office, he bitterly fought against, and was sup- 
posed to replace the old patronage type of sheriff’s office with modern 
police agencies, which he has refused to do, and has fought against 
movements of others to accomplish. 

Mr. Kennepy. He beat King Clancy, did he? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He ran against him ? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. May I ask another question ? 

This committee is charged primarily, and I guess solely, with in- 
vestigating improper activities in the field of labor-management rela- 
tions. Do you feel there is a connection between this underworld ap- 
paratus that you described and some of the problems in labor-manage- 
ment relations that this committee has dealt with ? 

Mr. Koun. Well, sir, as was well pointed out by the chairman of the 
committee, Senator McClellan, the absence of racketeering in labor 
unions is largely due to the absence of extensive organization of labor 
unions in the past. 
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I might point out that the New Orleans area is new as an industrial 
center. It was during a depression in the prewar years when other 
communities were finding industrial growth and getting their eco- 
nomic stability. 

So we suddenly in the New Orleans area found ourselves con- 
fronted with vast industrial expansion. This was sudden and quick, 
unlike the industrial development in other areas accompanied by, in 
many recent years, the growth of labor union organization. 

Our labor union organization has not yet caught up with the con- 
centration of people and industry in the area. One of the things that 
might logically discourage certain areas of labor union organization 
would be the fact that certain of the racketeer figures and public offi- 
cials who are feared by citizens who are also workers mpl, well be 
discouraged from identifying themselves with anything which would 
be in conflict with the interests of corrupt officials and the racketeers 
in their alliances. 

This might well be said to be true, for example, in the present 
area of your inquiry, in the jukebox-pinball area. I am sure that 
many persons who might otherwise be interested in joining a labor 
union would think mighty, mighty long before identifying themselves 
with something which might, just might, displease the Carlos Mar- 
cello mob, who have a major interest in that industry. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, the situation is kind of reversed 
here. This is where the management or the ownership, the mob, has 
complete control, and there is a state of fear existing on the part of 
the employees ? 

Mr. Koun. In collusion with public officials; yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. What labor union was involved in the instance you 
spoke of ? 

Mr. Konn. Well, there have been two very timid attempts, one by 
the Electrical Workers some years ago, and then by the Teamsters a 
couple of years ago. They made no real, aggressive effort to continue 
organization. There has not been, I might point out, violence of any 
kind or racketeering of any kind in the New Orleans area by Team- 
sters, differing from what you have found in many other areas. 

Senator Curtis. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kennepy. Because of this close tie-in that exists already be- 
tween management, gangsters and certain public officials, there has 
been no need to try to bring in, nor attempt to bring in, a corrupt 
labor union, No. 1, and the honest labor unions have a difficult time 
moving in because of the fact that there is such control and domina- 
tion of the area by these groups. 

Mr. Konn. I would say that to be accurate, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, would you briefly give us the rest of Marcello’s 
background, the difficulties he has had with law enforcement, with 
the Federal law enforcement? You mentioned that he appeared be- 
fore the Kefauver committee in 1951, and he resorted to the fifth 
amendment at that time. 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir. Of interest to this committee may be the 
fact that Carlos Marcello’s name came up in connection with at least 
one public bribery matter. 

Mr. Kennepy. Public what? 
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Mr. Koun. Bribery. This grew into a conviction in January 1955, 
Actually, there were two convictions of the same man. It was a man 
named Horace Perez, a notorious gambler. 

Mr. Kennepy. Marcello was involved in this? 

Mr. Konn. Yes, sir. There was testimony and wire recordings 
made by State police which connected Carlos Marcello with the gam- 
bling operations of Perez. Perez identified Carlos Marcello to a 
State police official as his bankroll. That was while 

The Cuarrman. His what ? 

Mr. Koun. Bankroll. This was while he was negotiating with a 
major of the State police for protection of certain gambling joints 
in Jefferson Parish. 

In addition, the testimony and evidence indicated that Carlos 
Marcello had on one occasion driven with Perez to the western part of 
Louisiana where a prearranged meeting had been made between Perez 
and this State police major for the purpose of furthering the nego- 
tiations to gain protection through the payment of graft. 

In connection with that, Perez was convicted both in the New 
Orleans and Baton Rouge’ courts. In both cases, however, he was 
placed on probation and fined, and was not sent to prison. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was his fine ? 

Mr. Koun. $1,000 fine and in one case he was placed on probation 
for 5 years and he appealed unsuccessfully, and in another case grow- 
ing out of the same combination of events he paid a fine of $1 ,000 and 
was placed on probation for 214 years. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is for bribing public officials ? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. This man Perez, with Marcello in the background 
as his bankroll, and Marcello putting up the money, according to the 
testimony for the bribery of public officials, in both of those cases he 
did not receive any jail terms, but just probation, i is that right, and 
a fine? 

Mr. Konn. Yes, sir, and not only that, but a year after his second 
conviction he was pardoned by Gov. Earl Long. 

Another interesting fact was that we had been watching the estab- 
lishment of a new gambling casino at 996 Jefferson Highw ay, being 
equipped with all new equipment and the day after Perez was par- 
doned he was in the new casino, operating it. 

Another interesting aspect was the fact that he and his attorneys 
applied to both courts after his convictions and the courts returned 
to him the thousands of dollars placed in evidence by the State police 
official as having been paid as graft. This money was returned to 
Perez’s attorney. 

The Cuarrman. You mean the graft money; they impounded it. 

Mr. Konn. Yes, sir, and then it was returned by the courts. 

The Cuatrman. After he was convicted ? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Who finally got the money, the corrupt officer or 
the man who paid the bribe? 

Mr. Koun. It wasn’t a corrupt officer. 

The CuHarrman. Who did he bribe? 

Mr. Koun. Maj. Aaron Edgecomb was the State police officer who 
was approached in connection with this and then he talked to the 
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superintendent and they made wire recordings of various conversa- 
tions. 

The CuarrMan. It was an attempt to bribe? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir, and the money paid to Aaron Edgecomb and 
immediately turned over to the superintendent was then used as 
evidence. 

The CuarrMan. It was actually bribe money ? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Although the man to whom it was paid was not 
taking a bribe, and he was simply letting the man commit his own 
crime. 

Mr. Koun. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then that money was returned to Perez ? 

Mr. Koun. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. What was involved; how much was it? Do you 
remember ¢ 

Mr. Koun. I don’t recall the exact sum, but it was a number of 
thousands of dollars. 

The CuarmMan. More than ene ? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Nothing was ever done to Marcello in connection 
with that ? 

Mr. Koun. There were never any charges made against him in any 
way. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Marcello was cited for contempt for his testi- 
mony before the Senate committee in 1951, and he was convicted and 
that conviction was reversed in a higher court; is that right? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, I would like to have you tell the committee a 
little bit of the background of Mr. Marcello’s coin machine businesses. 
He is active in the coin machine business? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir, and he has been for many years; financially he 
has been very much involved. 

The CuHatrman. As we speak of coin machines now, let us try to 
some extent at least to differentiate between pinball machines, or 
gambling devices, and vending machines which sell merchandise and 
jukebox machines, which take a coin and play a little music. 

Is he engaged in all of those? 

Mr. Koun. Until a rather new phenomena occurred in Louisiana, 
that is the appointment of a vigorous and honest State police super- 
intendent in 1952, Carlos Marcello was one of the key figures in slot 
machine distribution. 

The Carman. That isthe gambling device, the one-armed bandits 
we call them. 

Mr. Koun. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Koun. Since the State police organization at the time for the 
first time in modern history proceeded to destroy thousands of slot 
machines and enforce the laws in connection with them, the number 
of such gambling devices in the State was substantially reduced. 

However, in Jefferson Parish, since Sheriff Coci has been elected to 
office, there have been numerous instances of slot machines coming 
back into use, and at least one of the companies in which Marcello is 
a partner has been one of the operators of these slot machines. 
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However, the recent history of Marcello’s interest in coin devices 
has been principally in relationship to jukeboxes and pinball ma- 
chines. One of the companies, the Jefferson Music Co., the largest 
operators in Jefferson Parish, is located in Gretna, La. _ 

The gathering of information about this company indicates that 
prior to January of 1942 the company was in the name of Carlos’ 
mother, Mrs. Louise Marcello, and that about that time, however, she 
sold the company to another son, Vincent Marcello, who was then a 
minor, who by court order was given the authority to engage in 
contracts. 

At that point the size of the company is somewhat indicated by 
the fact that Vincent paid $7,000 and reportedly took over the entire 
business which then included 49 slot machines and 50 music boxes, 
62 pin games, and other equipment spotted in about 84 locations, most- 
ly in the Algiers section of New Orleans. 

Then in 1944, it appears from records that Vincent and Carlos 
formed a partnership in the Jefferson Music Co., which has continued 
to be the key management figure. 

However, Carlos over the years has used this place for his head- 
quarters. 

Mr. Kennepy. Of course Carlos is the one we are principally in- 
terested in. 

Mr. Koun. I meant Carlos continued to use Jefferson Music as his 
headquarters although Vincent is the major management figure there. 

In addition, other members of the Marcello family, other brothers, 
particularly Sam and Anthony, have drawn income and have worked 
for the Jefferson Music Co. It may be of interest that another 
brother, Pasqual Marcello has had registered Federal faming device 
stamps at the address of the Jefferson Music Co. In recent years, 
Carlos has been given to identifying himself as being in the real estate 
and hotel business. 

For public consumption, he and his brothers protest that Carlos has 
no interest in the Jefferson Music Co., or in the illegal horserace wire 
service or in any of the other Marcello mob rackets. 

One example of the recent extent of this attempt to conceal Carlos’ 
participation 

Mr. Kennepy. And also to expand their own operations? 

Mr. Konn. And to expand their ability to operate—might be found 
in an action taken by the metropolitan crime commission last Septem- 
ber. At that time we learned that the Federal Communications Com- 
mission had granted a citizen’s radio license to the Jefferson Music 
Co. operating under the name of Vincent Marcello. This license was 
issued for a period from December 11, 1957, to December 11, 1962. 

The crime commission contacted Federal Communications Commis- 
sion and pointed out that the same people involved in the ownership 
of this Jefferson Music Co., which now had a radio station and a 
license to operate it were also operating a horserace wire service, sup- 
plying to illegal handbooks all through Louisiana and elsewhere 
nearby, the results that were needed to operate evil, unlawful hand- 
book gambling. 

Now, we have never to this date been advised of the result of the 
FCC investigation into the matter and we are still awaiting to hear 
about it. 
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However, when this was made public, Vincent Marcello protested 
the identification of Carlos Marcello with the Jefferson Music Co., and 
inted out that Carlos had nothing to do with the radio station. 

(Members of the select committee present at this point in the pro- 
ceedings were Senators McClellan and Curtis.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the FCC ever explain to you why they would 
grant a license to such a notorious group of people ? 

Mr. Koun. Well, one of their representatives called at our office 
and explained that there were no specific regulations which would 
prevent the issuing of such a license to the Jefferson Music Co.; that 
unless it could be proven that the radio itself were being used for 
illicit purposes no action could be taken. They did, however, advise 
that any official of a corporation or organization, who was an alien, 
would make unqualified such an organization for this permit. Mar- 
cello is an alien. 

Mr. Kennepy. But also, as you point out, this radio is a perfect 
setup for distributing all information regarding gambling activities, 
which they control in that area. 

Mr. Koun. The fact that this group would stop at nothing in order 
to further their illicit enterprises can be found in the recent discovery 
of an illicit 15-mile telephone installation in Jefferson Parish, ema- 
nating from the Nola Printing Co., which is the wire service head- 
quarters. Here were these telephone lines installed running on the 
equipment of the telephone company and the telegraph company, 
dropping off at layoff points, these layoff points being very busy spots 
which receive handbook bets, and which relay horserace information. 

Mr. Kennepy. What company was this? 

Mr. Koun. Nola Printing Co. 

Mr. Kennepy. What connection does the Nola Printing Co. have 
with Marcello? 

Mr. Koun. Well, sir, there is a rather long history of the evolu- 
tion of the wire service which I am sure you wouldn’t want to take 
this committee’s time to go into. But I would like to point out that 
Carlos Marcello has figured in the wire service ownership ever since 
about 1946 when there was a muscling-out process of a long-time 
wire service group operated under the name of the Fogerty Service. 

Senator Curtis. Has this radio station ever been constructed ? 

Mr. Konn. Well, sir, it is not a station. The license is for the use 
of portable radio sending and receiving stations, such as are used in 
motor vehicles. 

Senator Curtis. Are they using it? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir. They are being used in connection with the 
servicing—this is at least the reason they give for the use of the 
license—used for the servicing of coin devices operated by the Jeffer- 
son Music Co. That is, to send messages back and forth to the service- 
man in the area. 

Senator Curtis. But it is operating ? 

Mr. Konun. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Is it the type of operation that others can pick up, 
the public generally, the broadcasts? 

Mr. Konn. No, it would not be on the normal broadcast channels. 
Senator Curtis. Is it a closed-circuit telephonic arrangement? 
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Mr. Konn. Yes. Of course, it could be monitored by someone 
going in on the same wavelength. 

Senator Curtis. Is the owner of the license a corporation or a part- 
nership ? 

Mr. Kony. The license was taken by Vincent Marcello doing busi- 
ness as the Jefferson Music Co. 

Senator Curts. Is Vincent Marcello a citizen ? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir, he was born in this country. However, his 
partner, Carlos Marcello, whose name did not enter, to my knowledge, 
certainly does not appear on the license, and probably did not enter 
into the application for this radio license, is an alien, and has quite 
a lengthy criminal record. 

Senator Curtis. When was this matter laid before the Federal Com- 
munications Commission ? 

Mr. Koun. The crime commission wrote to the FCC in Septem- 
ber of last year. 

Senator Koun, Did you get an acknowledgment of it? 

Mr. Koun. Sir? 

Senator Curtis. Did you get an acknowledgment of your letter? 

Mr. Koun. Received an acknowledgment and had a call from one 
of their representatives to whom we gave all the facts in our pos- 
session. 

Senator Curtis. What is your understanding of the status of it? 

Mr. Koun. I don’t know the present status. I haven’t checked 
recently to learn their decision or the status of action they are taking. 

Senator Curtis. At the time you wrote, had the broadcasting appa- 
ratus already been activated ? 

Mr. Koun. It had been in use for quite a long time. 

Senator Curtis. So it probably is a matter of revocation rather 
than denial of the license. 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it your understanding that this was taken out 
by Vincent Marcello? That is, this radio station was to be owned 
by him? 

Mr. Koun. The license was issued to Vincent Marcello as an in- 
dividual doing business as the Jefferson Music Co. 

Mr. Kennepy. I wanted to make sure that was understood. Doing 
business as the Jefferson Music Co. The Jefferson Music Co. is owned 
by Vincent Marcello and Carlos Marcello? 

Mr. Koun. As equal partners. 

Mr. Kennepy. So Carlos Marcello, who is not even a citizen of the 
United States, who has this extensive criminal background, is one 
of the owners of this radio station ? 

Mr. Koun. That is correct. 

Mr. Krennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have one of the reports from the 
Federal Communications Commission in connection with this com- 
pany. I would like to call a member of the staff to put it in, briefly. 

The Cuatrman. Come forward, please. 

Be sworn. 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Constanpy. I do. 





te 
m- 


m- 


ced 


ng. 
pa- 


her 


one 


a the 
com- 


ly. 


» this 
noth- 


IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 17231 
TESTIMONY OF JOHN P. CONSTANDY 


The CuairMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
present employment. 

Mr. Consranpy. My name is John Constandy. I reside in New 
York City. I am assistant counsel for the committee. 

The CuArrMan. All right. 

Mr. Constanpy. The FCC was in receipt of information which 
raised the question of whether the Jefferson Music Co. was not owned 
solely by Vincent Marcello as he stated in his application for a radio 
station license and whether the station was being used in accordance 
with rules governing its use. 

Therefore, on November 3, 1958, a letter was sent by the FCC to 
Vincent Marcello asking him to state whether he was the sole owner 
of Jefferson Music Co., and to specify the interest, compensation, and 
duties of Carlos Marcello in the company. 

Mr. Vincent Marcello responded on December 2, 1958, by a sworn 
statement on the letterhead of the Jefferson Music Co., and his state- 
ment is to this effect: The Jefferson Music Co. is now and always has 
béen a partnership between myself and my brother Carlos Marcello. 

As a result of this information that was received by the Federal 
Communications Commission, they instructed their office in New 
Orleans to monitor transmissions of this equipment. 

The CuatrmMan. To do what? 

Mr. Constanpy. To monitor the equipment, the transmission of 
messages by this equipment, which, incidentally, was licensed for 13 
units, of which 7 were presently in operation, one being the base 
station at their home office and the other being portable units con- 
tained within vehicles. 

It is interesting to know, too, that the equipment was to be used in 
the servicing of some 780 jukebox machines that are operated by 
Jefferson Music, and 270 other type coin machines that are operated 
by Jefferson Music. 

The Cuarrman. Do I understand that the Federal Communications 
Commission now is granting permits to operate radio broadcasting 
for jukebox machines and such ? 


Mr. Consranpy. The purpose of this type of equipment, Senator, 
is to enable- 


The Cuarrman. I know, it is a two-way system where you can talk, 
back and forth. 

Mr. Consranpy. Similar to that of taxicabs. 

The Cuatrman. It seems to me like the frequencies in this country 
can be used for a better purpose than for carrying on this sort of 
business. I am wondering if the Federal Communications Commis- 
sion was actually apprised of the nature of this business, and the 
kind of business that this permit is going to serve at the time it 
granted them ? 

Mr. Consranpy. I believe the correspondence we have, Senator, 
is that they were aware that the Jefferson Music Co. was engaged 
in a route-type business, and the equipment would be used to dispatch 
mechanics and servicemen to the locations to provide service for their 
machines. 

I further believe from the correspondence that they had no indica- 
tion that there was any illegal activity in connection with it. 
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The Cuatrman. At the time they granted it, they had nothing to 
indicate any illegal activity ? 

Mr. Constanpvy. That is correct. Nor was there any question raised 
in regard to the type of machines that were being used. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. They monitored the broadcasts then ? 

Mr. Constanpy. Yes; they did. The initial monitoring commenced 
on the weekend of September 29, which I believe was a Monday, 1958, 
The report shows that the radio was used practically not at all. There 
were only three transmissions in the weekend period, including Mon- 
day. Subsequently, over a period of some 11 days, I believe, they had 
nine transmissions. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many did they say they expected to have? 

Mr. Constanpy. As Mr. Vincent Marcello related to them in a sworn 
statement, the average number of automatic music machines serviced 
as a result of communications from the station is approximately 630, 
for jukeboxes, and plus an additional 230 for the other coin machines, 
so the monthly average use would be 850 calls. 

Mr. Kennepy. After this complaint was made by the crime com- 
mission to the FCC and the FCC then began monitoring the station, 
how many broadcasts were made? 

Mr. Constanpy. Well, as they term it, they say transmissions inter- 
cepted have been few and brief. In fact, they are conspicuous because 
the licensee is not using the facilities for which he is authorized. They 
attribute that further to the publicity that was attended to the original 
complaints. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could they understand any of the broadcasts that 
were made? 

Mr. Constanpy. The broadcasts at that time were being made by 
code, which was in keeping largely with a eee arrange- 
ment to use code letters that held ae the amount of time that any 
particular person utilized the wavelengths. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did it fit into the code they furnished ? 

Mr. Constanpy. In some instances it did, yet there were a few oc- 
currences which the engineer monitoring was not able to understand. 

Mr. Kennepy. What sort of things? 

Mr. Constranpy. Well, the one that is given as an example is “Come 
in car 6, 228, and 22414,” also 10 and 45, then “047 clear.” 

Some of that is understandable in that one of the numbers trans- 
mitted would conform to this list, which gives the numerical equiv- 
alent for each location, at which the Jefferson Music Co. operates a 
machine of one description or another. 

However, the engineer monitoring this made the statement that 
perhaps the 228, for which there is no authorized use, according to 
the code, might conceivably be 1228 Jefferson Highway, which was 
the location of a place of business of theirs. 

So there is some confusion yet as to what the numbers are, being 
used as a code, what they really meant. 

Mr. Kennepy. They could not understand the code that was being 
used on the broadcasts, in some of the broadcasts that were made; is 
that right ? 

Mr. Constanpy. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. A number of these machines that were being serv- 
iced at best were operating illegally, were they not, Mr. Kohn? 








nge- 
any 


V OC- 
tand, 


ome 
rans- 
quiv- 
utes & 
, that 


ng to 
h was 


being 


being 
de; is 


+ Serv- 





IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 17233 






TESTIMONY OF AARON M. KOHN—Resumed 


Mr. Koun. During the period that the license has been effective, 
we have found slot machines and horserace machines bearing the 
labels of the Jefferson Music Co. operating in Jefferson Parish, and 
assumedly they would have to be serviced by the same man. 

Mr. Kennepy. But in addition to that, though, the Jefferson Co. 
operates the pinball machines; do they not? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir; which are used almost entirely for gambling 
jn our area. 

Mr. Kennepy. And isn’t gambling illegal ? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir; it is. 

Mr. Kennepy. This radio station granted by the Federal Communi- 
cations Commission is given in order to service, among others, these 
pinball machines which are operating illegally ? 

Mr. Koun. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. So at best that is the situation, and perhaps the 
station can be used for the other purposes, organized gambling and 
for disseminating information regarding handbooks and other out- 
right gambling; is that right? 

fr. Koun. Yes, sir. In addition to that, some of these devices 
are in gambling casinos, where other types of gambling are engaged 
in, and their machines become a part of an extensive gambling 
operation. 

Mr. Kennepy. Couldn’t the FCC have found out quickly that this 
radio station was being used to service at least in part gambling 
machines, being operated illegally ? 

Mr. Koun. I raised this question and was informed by their repre- 
sentative that they just don’t have the personnel or staff to under- 
take investigations either before granting licenses or to verify, after 
the license is granted, the legal use of them. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long would you have to stay in Jefferson Parish 
to find out that the pinball machines are being used as gambling 
devices ? 

Mr. Koun. Well, sir, just long enough to come to the crime com- 
mission, get a list of the spots, and go over and see them. 

Mr. Kennepy. It would take maybe an hour? 

Mr. Koun. I would say an hour would be enough to make a reason- 
able investigation. 

Mr. Kennepy. We had an investigator down there and he found 
out in less than an hour. 

So I assume somebody from the Federal Communications Commis- 
sion could have done it in an hour. 

Mr. Konn. Yes, sir; he was well educated in a very short time. 

Senator Curtis. May I ask this question: Has the Commission 
ruled on the validity of the license by reason of the fact that the sup- 
plemental statement indicates that an alien brother is part of it? 

Mr. Constanpy. I believe that is still pending. 

Senator Curtis. You do not know how soon they are expected to 
move ? 

Mr. Consranpy. No; I do not. 

Senator Curtis. I would like to ask you, Mr. Kohn, this question: 
Is it the belief that this radio license would be used to disseminate 
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gambling information, that in other words it would be a direct part 
of the gambling apparatus? 

Mr. Kony. In connection with the comments just made by Mr. 
Kennedy, their use in servicing gambling coin devices, this would 
exist. With reference to the wire service, whether or not they were or 
will use, in fact, the radio system for conveying horserace results, we 
believe, is not the issue. 

Placing a gun in the hands of a known killer by license is not a very 
sensible thing to do in protection of others. Placing a means of com- 
munication, widespread communication, in the hands of those known 
to use means of communication for illicit purposes, we believe, lacks 
the same kind of defense. 

Senator Curtis. I have no quarrel with you on that. But I just 
wondered this: Was it, we will say, the fear of those opposing these 
rackets that it would be used as part of the actual gambling apparatus 
by disseminating information, code or otherwise? 

Mr. Koun. That is available to them for that purpose should they 
feel they had to use it; yes, sir. In other words, if they were placed 
in a situation where they were having trouble using telephone facili- 
ties, even for a short period of time, it would be very sensible for them 
to send out their 12 vehicles into 12 spots for relay points on informa- 
tion; placed in that position, this would be a logical thing for them 
to do. 

They have never, in their record of use of facilities, indicated any 
moral sense of obligation to regulations. 

Senator Curtis. I understand that. I am not quarreling with you. 
I think there might be a legal question of whether or not it would be 
a crime to send a message over any communicating system, to dispatch 
a mechanic, even though the mechanic’s ultimate errand was upon a 
mission that was used in violation of the law. 

But it is also possible, I would think, that this could be used to dis- 
seminate information relating to the bets and the other features of 
gambling. 

Mr. Koun. It could well be used for that purpose. 

Mr. Kennepy. Isn’t it correct that Mr. Carlos Marcello has been 
under orders of deportation from the United States since about 1953? 

Mr. Koun. Actually, on the very day that the new McCarran Act 
went into effect, Carlos Marcello was picked up and shortly thereafter 
ordered deported, under the new Federal law. Ever since then he 
has been fighting the deportation. 

I believe the last count is that he has been in court some 37 times 
in various appellate proceedings, and in various hearings. 

Mr. Kennepy. But certainly that order was in effect, or the situation 
regarding the order was in effect, in existence, at the time the radio 
station was granted ? 

Mr. Konn. Yes. He was under final order of deportation at that 
time. 

The Cuatrman. At the time this license was granted ? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. But I do not think at the time the Federal Com- 
munications Commission knew of his interest in it, in the business; 
did it? 
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Mr. Koun. I would assume they had no knowledge probably beyond 
what was received in the application. 

The Cuairman. That has developed since. 

Mr. Konn. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is, so far as their knowing. 

Mr. Konn. Yes, sir. ; 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuatrman. Senator Curtis? 

Senator Curtis. May I ask the staff witness another question ? 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Senator Curtis. Did I understand correctly that this license was 
issued on the statement of Vincent that he was the sole owner operat- 
ing under a trade name of the music company, the Jefferson Music 
Co., in the original instance ? 

Mr. Constanpy. In answer to that, Senator, the correspondence to 
the Jefferson Music Co. was in care of Mr. Vincent J. Marcello, dated 
November 3, 1958, which I believe is the initial correspondence be- 
tween the FCC and the company, and in it it reads: 





The Commission is in receipt of information indicating that the Jefferson 
Music Co., of which you were the sole proprietor in 1957, according to 
your application for a license, may now be a partnership or an unincorporated 
association, and that the radio station may not now be operated at all times 
for purposes contemplated by the Commission’s rules governing the citizens 
radio service. 

Senator Curtis. While you have not examined the original appli- 
cation, that would indicate that he applied on the basis of his being 
the sole owner ¢ 

Mr. Constanpy. I believe that is so; yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know whether in FCC the issue has been 
raised that the license was granted on the basis of a false application ? 

Mr. Constanpy. No; I do not. The balance of this letter goes on 
to ask the applicant, Mr. Vincent Marcello, certain questions which 
he, in turn, answers by this sworn statement dated December 2, 1958. 
The first question reads, as a matter of fact: 


State whether or not you are still the sole proprietor of the business conducted 
under the trade name of Jefferson Music, and then state whether the business 
is now conducted under a partnership agreement or unincorporated association. 


Senator Curtis. What did he answer? 

Mr. Constanpy. His answer to that specific question was he incorpo- 
rated A, B, C, and D. Maybe I better read the whole thing. 

Senator Curtis. Just the answer. 

Mr. Constanpy. Well— 


As I indicated before, that Jefferson Music Co. is now and always has been 
a partnership between myself and by brother Carlos Marcello. Mr. Carlos Mar- 
cello has not been actively engaged in the business in any manner since I re- 
turned from the service in 1945. I have operated the business solely by my- 
self since that time to the present date. 

My agreement with my brother Carlos, as evidenced in partnership returns 
filed for Federal tax purposes, is that he is to receive 50 percent of the yearly 
net profit of such business which, in fact, he does receive. Other than the 50 
percent distribution of profit yearly, he receives no compensation. 


Senator Curtis. I am certainly unfamiliar with FCC law but it 


would appear that where an applicant makes a false statement in an 
original application, conceals the fact that he has a partner who is in- 
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eligible to receive a license, certainly might be grounds to revoke the 
license if they want to revoke it. 

Mr. Consranpy. As I mentioned, Senator, that matter is still under 
consideration by the FCC and I do not believe they have reached any 
final ruling on it. 

Mr. Kennepy. In connection with the gambling, do you say that 
the gambling is running wide open in Jefferson County ¢ 

Mr. Koun. Almost continuously. There are momentary periods of 
comparative cessation following pressures from the press and civic 
groups. 

Mr. Kennepy. These pinball operations in Jefferson County are 
used as gambling equipment ? 

Mr. Koun. In the entire area of metropolitan New Orleans, yes, 
sir, including Jefferson Parish. 

Mr. Kennepy. Including Jefferson Parish ? 

Mr. Koun. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And other parishes as well ? 

Mr. Koun. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. They have gambling stamps; do they ? 

Mr. Konn. Some do. For stadia. just taking 1 area, in 1 check 


we found that out of approximately 1,400 pinball machines in the city 
of New Orleans, about 87 of them had gambling stamps. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know what the situation is in Jefferson 
Parish ? 

Mr. Koun. No, sir; we haven’t made that figure study. 

Mr. Krennepy. Have you found from your investigation that the 
sheriff or any of his deputies have attempted to close down any of this 


gambling equipment ? 

Mr. Koun. On the contrary, they totally ignore complaints received 
by the sheriff’s office concerning gambling of any kind in the parish. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you received reports that they have actively 
assisted and helped the companies which are owned by Carlos Mar- 
cello, or with whom he has a close association ? 

Mr. Konn. Yes, sir. In addition to the Jefferson Music Co., one 
of the Marcello group interests is the Huey Distributing Co. 

Mr. Kennepy. H-u-e-y? 

Mr. Koun. H-u-e-y. And which is on what is known as the east 
bank of Jefferson Parish. The Mississippi River runs in through 
Jefferson Parish and divides it into two areas, one known as the east 
and the other the west bank area. The Gretna Co., Jefferson Music, 
is on the west bank. Huey Distributing is on the east bank. The Huey 
Distributing Co., in which Carlos Marcello also derives—well, he is 
a partner in interest, has a financial interest—that is primarily man- 
aged, again, by Vincent Marcello, or was so managed, as is the Jeffer- 
son Music Co. 

Within a matter of weeks after Sheriff Coci took office, in June 
1956, his two chief deputies, his chief criminal deputy and chief civil 
deputy, were calling on bars and restaurants throughout the parish, 
especially on the busier highways and busier spots, ordering them to 
move out their present jukeboxes and pinball machines, and advisin 
them that new ones would be supplied by the Marcello-controll 
companies. 

They were given the alternative of doing that or being harassed by 
police raids. 
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The CHarrmMan. This is the case where the law enforcement officials, 
who are supposed to enforce the law, muscle in and tell the operators 
or the business owners that they have to change from one machine to 
another, or from one company to another, in order to operate ? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

The CHairman. Otherwise, they would be molested by the law en- 
forcement officials ? 

Mr. Konn. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. But if they change and get in with the right com- 

any, they will have no problem; is that it? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Did that happen? 

Mr. Kony. Yes, sir; it did happen. I might point out in passing 
that the same thing was done some years back in the city of New 
Orleans in connection with the organization of the operators of pn 
ball machines, in order to force people to join an association. Law 
enforcement officers harassed operators’ locations until the operators 
joined the association of operators. : 

The Cuarrman. And this time it was to change machines? 

Mr. Koun. To change machines. 

The Cuarrman. And to get in with the people who were going to 
run it, who would be the racket bosses, so to speak ? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, sir. It was also interesting that many of the lo- 
cations that were involved in this muscling process were on record as 
having Federal gambling stamps at the location for coin-operated 
devices. One of the location owners was told, “Put in our machines or 
we will close up your handbook.” 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, in that connection, I would like to 
call a witness to give some firsthand information in connection with 
this. 

The CuHarrman. Will you want to further question Mr. Kohn? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

The CuarrMan. Very well. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Walter Richardson. 

The CrarrMan. Please be sworn. 

You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give before this Senate 
select commitee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. I do. 

















































TESTIMONY OF WALTER RICHARDSON, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, ROBERT I. BROUSSARD 


The Cuarrman. Before we proceed further, I think I should state 
for the record that Sheriff William S. Coci was advised first by the 
staff that there would be derogatory testimony given at this hearing 
possibly against him, and then he was sent a wire in which he was 
invited to be present. 

The Chair has received a wire in reply from him saying: 


Re your telegram: Regret that due to prior important engagements will not 
be able to accept your invitation to attend meeting. 


Signed “William S. Coci.” 
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I did not want anyone to be under the impression that Sheriff Cog; 
was slipped up on on the blind side. 

State your name, your place of residence, and your business or 
occupation. 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Walter Richardson, 2000-—— 

The Cuarrman. Walter, did you say ! 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Walter Richardson. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Ricwarpson. 2,000 block of Shrewsbury Road, New Orleans, 

Mr. Kennepy. Jefferson Parish? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. Jefferson Parish, New Orleans. 

The CuatrmMan. What is your business? What do you do? 

Mr. Ricnarpson. I have a bar and restaurant. 

The Cuarrman. A what? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. A bar and restaurant. 

The CuHatrmMan. A bar and restaurant ? 

Mr. Rtcuarpson. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMAn. Have you counsel present ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Counsel, will you identify yourself for the 
record ? 

Mr. Broussarp. Robert E. Broussard, Gretna, La. 

The Cuarrman. You are licensed to practice in Louisiana, a mem- 
ber of the Louisiana Bar? 

Mr. Broussarp. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Thank you very much. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Richardson, how long have you been operating 
your bar and restaurant ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. About 814 years. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had some difficulties in connection with your 
jukebox a year or so ago, did you not ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You ultimately filed a case against some individuals, 
which case came to the attention of the staif of this committee; is 
that correct? Well, you wouldn’t know that. The case came to the 
attention of the staff of the committee and you were interviewed by 
a member of the staff ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And ultimately you were given a subpena to appear 
before the committee ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. I just want to make sure it is understood, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the witness is here after being subpenaed, and here is ob- 
ligated, of course, to give the facts and information to the committee 
in connection with the matter. 

The Cuatrman. What we are saying is that you did not necessarily 
volunteer to get in touch with the committee to divulge the informa- 
tion ; did you? 

Mr. RicuArpson. No, sir. 

The CxatrmMan. They overtook you somewhere; is that right? 
Mr. Ricwarpson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Richardson, since opening your establishment 


you had used a jukebox which was owned by a man by the name of Al 


Dargis; is that right ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was a Jefferson Parish jukebox operator and a 
bar owner 4 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. In June of 1956, Mr. William S. Coci was elected 
sheriff of Jefferson Parish ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are familiar with that. Following this, the 
sheriff’s deputies in about August, around August of 1956, two of the 
deputy sheriffs came to see you, two of Mr. Coci’s deputy sheriffs? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. I disremember the date, but they did came. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, it was a couple of months after he was elected 
as sheriff ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you relate to the committee what they told you 
at that time ? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. Well, I was minding my restaurant, lying in back 
of my bar, and they came into the place and asked the girl where 
I was, and she said I was sleeping. The girl pointed out where I 
was sleeping at and they came to knock on the door and asked me to 
talk tothem. So I came on out. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were sleeping, and they came and told you that 
somebody wanted to see you ? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. They woke you up and you came out ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you relate what happened ? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. They said they had some business to talk to me 
on the jukebox. I wanted to know what it was all about. They 
asked me how many jukeboxes do I have in my place, and I said I 
had Mr. Dargis’ box. They told me, “You have to use our equipment 
because we are taking over.” 

I said, “No, I will not deal with your equipment. I have been deal- 
ing with this man since I went into the jukebox business and I am 
not going to take his box out of my place.” They said, “Oh, yes, you 
are, or we will put pressure on you.” 

Mr. Kennepy. Said what? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. “Put pressure on you.” 

Mr. Kennepy. These deputies said they were taking over and from 
now on you would be using their equipment ? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you explained that you had used Mr. Dargis’ 
saepment and you were going to keep Mr. Dargis’ equipment in 
there ? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they said, “No, you aren’t; you are going to 
use our equipment” ? 

Mr. Ricnarpson. That is right. 


The Cuatrman. How long had you been using Mr. Dargis’ equip- 
ment ? 
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Mr. Ricuarpson. Since the first day I went into the barroom bysi- 
ness. That was about 814 years. 

The CHarmrman. You had been using that fellow’s equipment for 
814 years? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrman. You had an election down there and got a new 
sheriff ? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. And a couple of months after he took office, you 
were advised by his deputies that you better get some other machines? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And to quit doing business with somebody else? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. That is right, sir. 

Senator Curtis. What were the names of these deputies? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. I wouldn’t know their names. I would know 
them when I seen them. 

Senator Curtis. How do you know they were deputy sheriffs? 

Mr. RicHarpson. Because one of them had a uniform on. 

Senator Curtis. You had seen both of them around ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. I know one of them, Davy Green. I know one of 
them, but the other one I doesn’t know his name. I know him when 
I see him. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know their names now ? 

Senator Curtis. What is his name? 

Mr. RicHarpson. Davy Green. 

Mr. Kennepy. The first visit that you had—— 

Mr. Ricuarpson. The first visit ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Who were the deputies that came to see you the first 
time? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. The first one was no deputy. It was two fel- 
lows—I know one of them if I seen him and the other one I would 
know him if I seen him. He hada scar on his face. 

Mr. Kennepy. When they first came in 

Mr. Ricnarpson. Those were the ones that woke me up out of bed, 

Senator Curtis. Those fellows who woke you up, what made you 
think they were deputy sheriffs? 

Mr. RicHarpson. Because I know one of them was working over at 
headquarters. 

Senator Curtis. You had seen him working around the sheriff’s 
office ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtts. Did they say they were deputy sheriffs? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Not the first time; no sir. 

Senator Curtis. But they referred to the Huey Distributing 
Agency as theirs; didn’t they? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. I don’t know what they are now. All I know is 
it was a Rockola box. I don’t know where it come from or what name 
of the company or nothing. Al] I know is Rockola. 

Mr. Kennepy. Let me see if we can get this straightened out. 

When these individuals came to see you, these were two deputy 
sheriffs? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. The first two? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 
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Mr. Ricuarpson. No, sir; they wasn’t deputy sheriffs. One of 
them was working around the deputy’s office. 

Mr. Kennepy. The people who came knocking on your room ? 

Mr. Ricuarvson. Them is the ones I am talking about. 

Mr. Kennepy. They were not ? 

Mr. Ricrarpson. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did Mr. Coci and Mr. Arnoult came to see 
you? 5 

Mr. Ricwarpson. They come to see me, I would say, around about 
q month after that. 

Mr. Kennepy. The morning after that? 

Mr. Rrcuarpson. A month; 1 month. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is Mr. Coci; he is a deputy sheriff ? 

Mr. Rrcwarpson. Mr. Red Coci. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was one of the deputy sheriffs? 

Mr. Rrcwarpson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What relation is he to the sheriff ? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. I really couldn’t tell you. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is a brother of the sheriff, and he is one of the 
deputy sheriffs. Then there was Mr. Arnoult? 

r. RicHArDsON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Arnoult was another deputy sheriff? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. I don’t know whether he is a sheriff or not. I 
wouldn’t want to say it as I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did they say to you? 

Mr. Ricuarvson. They came in there and told me I had to use their 
equipment, otherwise they are going to put pressure on me, and start 
toraid me and close me up. 

Mr. Kennepy. They are the ones that carried on this conversation 
that you related to the committee ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennevy. What did the people say to you that first came to 
see you ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. They said the same thing, if I don’t use their box, 
they are going to put pressure on me. 

Mr. Kennepy. So both groups said approximately the same thing? 

Mr. RicHarpson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. About the fact that you would have to take their 
kind of equipment ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you told them at that time that you had been 
using Mr. Dargis’ equipment and you weren’t going to have anything 
to do with them ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You stood up to them at that time? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they then start raiding your bar? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. Practically every weekend, Friday, Sat- 
urday, and sometimes on Sunday, but practically every Friday and 
Saturday around 3 or 4 weeks. 

Mr. Kennepy. Started putting on the pressure ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And started searching your customers? 
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Mr. Ricuarpson. Searching my customers; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they bring them down to the police? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. One time. 

Mr. Kennepy. But other than that they never brought them down? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they come in there night after night and start 
searching your customers and making arrests? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Mostly on the weekend and sometimes on Sunday 
practically every Friday and Saturday. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you ever had that trouble? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Never, with no law coming into my place. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it connected directly with your not putting in 
this equipment ? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. I told them I wasn’t going to put it in, that] 
wasn’t going to use it, definitely. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they ever come in and unplug your machine and 
put in another machine? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. Yes, sir. I wasn’t there when they came in and 
unplugged it. The first time they brought the box I wasn’t there. 

Mr. Kennepy. What kind of a box was it? 

Mr. RicHarpson. Rockola. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is the Rockola jukebox; is that right? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened then ? 

Mr. RicHarpson. I wasn’t in when they brought the box. The girl 
told me when I came that the box was there. That is when I called 
up Mr. Al Dargis and told Mr. Al Dargis what had happened. So 
Mr. Al Dargis came over there and wanted to find out what happened, 
why the box was there. 

I said, “That is why I called you, because the fellow wanted to put 
the box in there and I told him I wasn’t going to use their box.” Mr, 
Al Dargis said, “You don’t want to use their box, you want to use 
mine?” TI said, “Definitely, I have been dealing with you all these 
years” 

Mr. Kennepy. You will have to slow down. 

Mr. Ricuarpson. “I never had no misunderstanding with you, and 
I want your box definitely.” 

He said, Mr. Al say, “Well, unplug it.” I said, “No, I don’t want 
no misunderstanding. You unplug it. I am giving you the order to 
unplug it.” So Mr. Al did. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you talk about Mr. Al, you are talking about 
Dargis? 

r. Ricuarpson. Mr. Dargis. 

Mr. Kennepy. To summarize, somebody came in and unplugged 
Mr. Dargis’ machine? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Brought in a Rockola machine and plugged that in! 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. The exclusive distributors, Mr. Chairman, at that 
time, of the Rockola jukebox machine, was the Huey Distributing Co., 
which is Marcello owned. 

They came in and plugged this in, so you called up Mr. Dargis and 
told him about it? 
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Mr. Ricwarpson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Dargis came down. His machine had been 
turned to the wall and the other machine was plugged in? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. He said, “Well, why don’t you unplug that machine 
and put my machine back in?” and you said, “Go ahead and unplug 
it yourself” ? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. So he unplugged it, turned the Rockola machine to 
the wall and plugged his own back in? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. At this point, his machine is plugged in and the 
other machine is turned to the wall, right ? 

Mr. RicHarpson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you are still holding fast against them ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did anybody come to see you then ? 

Mr. RicHarpson. Yes, they came back. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they say anything to you, then ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. They said, “What is the matter you 
don’t want to keep my box?” and I said, “I told you at first I didn’t 
want to have your box.” 

Mr. Kennepy. Who came in at this time ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. The same two that came at first. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did another deputy sheriff come in then, Mr. Baby 
Brown ? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. Baby Brown. 

Mr. Kennepy. He wasa deputy sheriff ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he tell you? 

Mr. Ricnarpson. He and Mr. Arnoult came in together. 

Mr. Kennepy. He and who? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Arnoult. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did they say? That Mr. Arnoult being the 
other deputy sheriff ¢ 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Arnoult didn’t saying anything. He came in with 
Baby Brown. The box was playing like it always has played on a 
weekend, and when he walked in he said, “What is the matter the box 
playing so loud?” and I said, “The box is not playing so loud as it 

as been playing,” and he said, “Yes?” and he walked over and cut the 
box off. When he cut the box off, I turned it back on, and from one 
word to another me and him got in an argument, and me and him got 
into a little misunderstanding, and me and him got to fighting, and I 
shoved him out of the place. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he keep unplugging it and you plugged it back 
in? 

Mr. Ricnarpson. Yes, sir; four or five times. 

The Cuarrman. The deputy sheriff? 

Mr. RicHarpson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then you shoved him out of the place? 

Mr. Ricnarpson. Yes, sir, and he brought back and hit me and I 
grabbed him and went to tusseling, and two people in the place 
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grabbed him and I shoved him out the door. He said, “I will be back 
— more deputies.” I stood there and waited and he never did came 
ack. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they continue to raid your place then? 

8 oe aes sir. cles kept on raiding. 

r. Kennepy. That was through September they kept raiding j 
August and September? . , y sept raiding’ 

Mr. Ricwarpson. They raided it along about a month and a half 
or so. 

Mr. Kennepy. Every weekend ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did they ever find any unlawful activity going 
on there that would sustain a charge? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Never have. I never did have any trouble with 
them before they came there to see me about the box, and I have been 
in the bar business 814 years. 

Senator Curtis. And you were never tried and found guilty of any- 
thing arising out of evidence that they might have picked up when 
they raided you? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. It is your belief that the raid was not bona fide 
so far as your being guilty of any crime, but it was to harass you? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. That is what I think it is, to try to get the box in 
my place. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then in October 1956, or just prior to that, at the 
suggestion of Mr. Al Dargis, you went to see your attorney and you 
filed suit ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. A suit; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. On October 1, 1956? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy. Trying to restrain the sheriff from this harassment! 

Mr. Ricwarpson. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And after that a temporary restraining order was 
granted; is that right? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they have not bothered you since then? 

Mr. Ricnarpson. They never have bothered me since then up until 
today. 

Mr. Kennepy. Up until today? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, you really stood up, Mr. Richardson. 

Mr. Ricwarpson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have a lot of courage. 

The Cuarrman. Are you still operating the original machine you 
had ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Do you know of anybody else that had trouble with 
them ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Not to my knowledge; not since the suit. 

The CHarrman. You just know about your own problems? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. That is all, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Thank you very much. 

Call the next witness. 
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Senator Curtis. May I ask your counsel in what jurisdiction that 
suit was brought ? 

Mr. Brovussarp. In the 24th Judicial District Court in Jefferson 
Parish. 

Senator Curris. Under your system there, is that jurisdiction 
limited to Jefferson Parish or a part thereof ? 

Mr. Broussarp. It is entirely Jefferson Parish. It is a district 
composed of Jefferson Parish. 

The CuairmMAn. The witness will remain under his present subpena, 
under the jurisdiction of this committee, subject to being recalled at 
such time as the committee may desire to hear further testimony 
from him. 

Will you acknowledge that request of the committee, that direction 
of the committee, and agree to reappear before the committee upon 
reasonable notice to give further testimony if the committee desires 
it? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ricwarpson. Yes, sir. Is it all right if I can leave today and 
be called back ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, we are going to let you leave today but I 
wanted to keep you under the jurisdiction of the committee. If 
anyone undertakes to intimidate, molest, threaten you, cause you 
any inconvenience or trouble about your appearance here, and your 
testimony here today, I want you to let the committee know about 
it at once. 

Mr. Ricuarpson. I sure will, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you. 

Call] the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Gillen. 

The CuatrMan. Be sworn, please. 

You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth, so help you God ? 

r. Gmten. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF RICHARD J. GILLEN 


The CuarrMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation, please, sir. 

Mr. Grten. Richard John Gillen, 409 Coolidge Street. I own 
Pat Gillen’s Bars. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Gillen, do you waive counsel ? 

Mr. Giten. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is another type of operation, Mr. Chairman, 
which was going on during this period of time that Mr. Kohn was 
discussing. I felt that Mr. Gillen’s tesimony might be helpful in 
understanding the situation. 

You own two bars called Pat’s No. 1 and Pat’s No. 2? 

Mr. Gitten. Well, I bought another one since November of this 
year. That was last year. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was last year? 


Mr. Gitten. Well, 1958. In November of 1958 I purchased Pat 
Gillen No. 3. 
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as Kennepy. Well, up until then you had Pat’s No. 1 and Pat's 
0. 2% 

Mr. GitteNn. Correct. 

Mr. Krennepy. And they were taverns and restaurants in Jefferson 
Parish, La.; is that right? 

Mr. Giuten. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had machines in these bars owned by the New 
Orleans Novelty Co., the Manhattan Amusement Co., and Clem 
Guillot ? 

Mr. GiutEN. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. In July or August 1956, were you visited by Albert 
Huffine ? 

Mr. Gitten. I was. 

Mr. Kennepy. General manager of Huey Distributing Co.? 

Mr. GitteNn. I don’t know whether he was general manager. He 
told me he owned it. 

Mr. Kennepy. He told you that he owned the Huey Distributing 
Co. ? 

Mr. GrtEN. Correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he indicate to you or tell you that you should 
take out the other machines and put his machines in? 

Mr. Gruen. Well, the two operators from New Orleans. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he tell you that you should take those machines 
out and put his machines in? 

Mr. Gitten. He said inasmuch as I was making a living in Jeffer- 
son, I should patronize Jefferson Parish men. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he indicate to you that he was connected with 
the correct or right people and for your own operation and for your 
continuance in business you better take his machines? 

Mr. Gitten. No; he didn’t say he was right or anything. But I 
figured it was best to patronize Jefferson people. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he say to you in any way that he was connected 
with the correct people, or indicate to you ? 

Mr. GitteNn. No; he just said he had the OK to put out machines, 

Mr. Kennepy. Well now, you had been operating. How long had 
you had these other machines in there ? 

Mr. Gruen. Offhand, I couldn’t say. My son had the machines for 
a while, and he sold out tothe New Orleans Novelty. 

Mr. Kennepy. Approximately how long had you had these ma- 
chines of these other companies in there ? 

Mr. Giiten. Well, all during the war and up until the early 1950's 
I owned my own machines. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you had had them in there—what; 4 or 5 years! 

Mr. GitteNn. No; I don’t believe I had them in there a year or two. 

. Mr. Kennepy. Up to when? When did you give up your own ma- 
chines in your place of business ? 

Mr. Grtten. When Gravenberg came in. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was the honest sheriff ? 

Mr. Guten. That was the honest police chief. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you got rid of your own machines then ? 

Mr. Giuten. I got rid of all the slots in 1952. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he have a big campaign on against them? 

Mr. Gitten. A tremendous one. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Was it effective? 

Mr. Gitten. As far as I was concerned, I got out of business. 

The CuarrMan. Effective enough to get you out of business? 

Mr. GitteN. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. He would take the machines and bust them up; 
would he not ? 

Mr. Gitten. Yes; he would destroy them. 

Mr. Kennepy. He had a tractor come along with them and run 
over the machines ? 

Mr. Gruen. I believe he used a sledge hammer. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long, approximately, do you think you had 
these other machines in there ? 

Mr. GittEN. Well, my son wanted to go in business, so I bought him 
a few machines, and he just had them in my two locations. But they 
changed machines every month or two, and you buy a machine and 
pay $750 for it and when you trade it in you would only get $200. 

Mr. Kennepy. I don’t want to gothrough all that. 

Mr. GILLEN. We couldn’t make any money. I don’t recall when he 
sold out. You should have a record there, if you have the books. 

Mr. Kennepy. The records would appear to indicate that you had 
the New Orleans Novelty Co. in there for approximately 3 or 4 

ears. 

: Mr. Grtien. It could have been that. But I don’t think my son 
lasted a year. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why, when this other company came along, did 
you decide to change? What was it that made you feel you better 
change to the Huey Distributing Co. ? 

Mr. Gitten. Well, I mean I felt like I had to do business with 
Jefferson Parish business. 

Mr. Kennepy. You alwas felt that. You were always operating in 
Jefferson Parish. Why hadn’t you felt that before? 

Mr. GinteNn. Well, under the deal my son had sold 

Mr. Kennepy. Don’t keep going back to your son. 

Mr. Gitten. Well, I mean, that is the reason they were in there. 

Mr. Kennepy. I understand that. Why did you decide to change? 
What was it that the man said to you that you felt it advisable to get 
the Huey Co.’s machines in there ? 

Mr. Gitten. He was from Jefferson. 

Mr. Kennepy. There were other people from Jefferson around. 

Mr. Gitten. He was from Jefferson. His machines are still in 
there. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did this man say to you that you felt made 
itadvisable for you to change ? 

Mr. Gitten. Well, I mean, he just said he was from Jefferson. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he indicate to you at all that he knew the right. 
people or the people behind him knew the right people? 

Mr. Gitten. No; he just said he had the OK, which was good 
enough for me. 

Mr. Kennepy. He had the OK? 

Mr. Gitten. To put out machines. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who did he get the OK from ? 

Mr, Gitten. I don’t know. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Who did you think, when he said, “I got the OK” 
Who did you think he got the OK from ? 

Mr. Gitten. I wouldn’t know. I imagine he got it from somebody 
high up. 3 

Mr. Kennepy. High up where? 

Mr. Grten. Well, it could be most anybody. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, whois high up? 

Mr. Gitten. Well, you got the district attorney, you got the sheriff, 
and most any one of those. ; 

Mr. Kennepy. You thought it was one of these people he had got. 
ten the OK from ? 

Mr. Gitten. Well, I imagine so. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who specifically did you think he got the OK 
from ? 

Mr. Gitten. I don’t know, to tell you the truth. 

Mr. Kennepy. It just sounded pretty good to you that he had got- 
ten the OK, so you went ahead and changed ? 

Mr. Guten. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. What kind of machines do you have in there? Just 
the jukebox ? 

Have you any pinball machines? 

Mr. Gitten. What do you mean, what kind I have in there now? 

Mr. Kennepy. What kind of machines did the Huey Distributing 
Co. put in there? 

Mr. Gitten. Keening. Console machines. 

Mr. Kennepy. What are console machines? 

Mr. Gitien. That is a slot-machine type. 

Mr. Kennepy. A slot-machine type? <A slot machine that is lying 
down flat? 

Mr. Gitten. That iscorrect. But it doesn’t pay off. 

Mr. Kennepy. It doesn’t pay off ? 

Mr. Gren. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How do you arrange that ? 

Mr. Guten. It works on free play. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you explain that to us, how it doesn’t pay off! 

Mr. Gruen. Well, I mean, if you hit a combination or a winning 
combination, it registers free games. 

Mr. Kennepy. What if you have 50 free games and you decide to 
go home? 

Mr. Gren. Well, if we know you, we may pay you. If we don't 
know you, we will tell you we don’t pay off. We have signs on the 
machines. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have signs saying you wouldn’t pay off? 

Mr. GittEen. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you only pay off to the people you know? 

Mr. Gruen. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. So it is a sort of limited payoff ? 

Mr. Gitten. Well, in a way. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much do you pay to play the machine? 

Mr. Giutten. What do you mean? 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you put in a quarter, a dime, or a nickel? 

Mr. Giien. Five and twenty-five. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you got both kinds? 
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Mr. Gitten. Well, you can put a nickel in one side and a quarter in 
the other. You can play double, if you want. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is one of the best kinds of slot machines going; 
js it not ? 

Mr. Gitten. The best one was the one-armed bandit. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is this almost as good ? 

Mr. GitLen. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have a gambling stamp? 

Mr. GruttEN. Do you mean for the machines? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Gitten. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is gambling illegal? 

Mr. GitLEN. I imagine so. 

Mr. Kennepy. Has anybody ever raided you since the honest—— 

Mr. GitteN. No; no one has ever raided me on the machines; no. 

Mr. Kennepy. Has anybody come around with a sledge hammer 
lately ¢ 

Me. Gitten. Well, let’s see, I was raided once. Frank Clancy busted 
up all my slots. 

Mr. Kennepy. Since the new sheriff came in, since the man from 
Huey came in and said, “We have the okay,” has anybody come in 
since then ? 

Mr. Grtten. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is there a handbook going in your place? 

Mr. GitiEeNn. In my place? 

Mr. Kennepy. In your place. 

Mr. Gitten. Of business? Well, I have different buildings that 
adjoin mine that are operating. 

The CHairman. You have what? 

Mr. Kennepy. A building in back of your store that has a hand- 
book going ? 

Mr. Gitten. Yes. 

The Cuamman. You have kind of compartments? 

Mr. Gitien. Well, that is correct. In other words, it is a different 
address and everything else. 

The CHarrMAN. But it is all right there handy. 

Mr. GittEN. Well, I mean, you can go from my place to it. 

Senator Curtis. Who owns it? 

Mr. GitteN. To tell you the truth, I don’t know who owns it. I 
just collect rent. 

Senator Curtis. Who runs it? 

Mr. Gmuen. The guy’s name, I believe, is Red Jambeau. 

Senator Curtis. Do you have any connection with it? 

Mr. GittENn. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

Mr. Kennepy. You sort of rent that out ? 

Mr. Guten. Yes, sir. 
ae etait You rent the right to run the handbook there; is 
that it ? 

Mr. Girren. I rent the building. I don’t care what they do in it. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you. Call the next witness. 
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Mr. Kennepy. One further question: Do you know why the sheriff 
or any of these other people do not try to close down the gambling 
in Jefferson Parish ? 

Mr. Giuten. I imagine he thinks the people are for it. 

Mr. Kennepy. That the people are in favor of it? 

Mr. GitteNn. All the people I talk to are in favor of it. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about the fact that it is illegal ? 

Mr. GittEN. Well, he doesn’t seem to think so. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is very nice. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will be in recess for a few moments, 
We have just been called to the floor to participate in a vote. We 
will be back as quickly as we can. 

(A brief recess was taken. Members of the Select. Committee pres. 
ent at the taking of the recess were Senators McClellan and Curtis.) 

The Cuarrman. The committee will come to order. 

(Members of the Select Committee present after the recess were 
Senators McClellan and Curtis.) 

The CuatrmMan. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Salinger. 

The Cuarrman. Have you been sworn? 

Mr. Sauincer. No, sir. 

The Cuamrman. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate Select Committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Satincer. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF PIERRE E. G. SALINGER 


The Cuarrman. Proceed to identify yourself. 

Mr. Sauincer. My name is Pierre Salinger. I am an investigator 
for the committee, and I reside in Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Salinger, have you made a study of the books of 
Mr. Gillen and Pat’s No. 1 and Pat’s No. 2? 

Mr. Sauincer. I have, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy. Have you found that there was a switch over to the 
Huey Distributing Co. ? 

Mr. Satrncer. We have, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy. Would you relate to the committee what we know 
about the Huey Distributing Co. and what happened as far as Pat’s 
No. 1 and Pat’s No.2? Just in brief what is it? 

Mr. Saurncer. The Huey Distributing Co. is owned, or was owned, 
by Mr. Vincent Marcello. The general manager of the firm is listed 
as Mr. Albert Huffine. The agent of the company for Louisiana and 
Mississippi was listed as Mr. Nastasi. 

Mr. Kennepy. There was a notice to that effect put out by Mr. 
Marcello? 

Mr. Satrncer. It was. It appeared in the June 30, 1956, issue of 
Billboard magazine. 

The books of Mr. Gillen’s Pat’s No. 1 and Pat’s No. 2 bars in Jeffer- 
son Parish, La., showed that in 1955 his principal source of coin- 
operated machines, juke boxes, and pinball machines, was the New 
Orleans Novelty Co. In that year, the two bars together received from 
this company $10,878. 
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I should explain that this represents half of the total income from 
those machines, since they were on a 50-50 split. In other words, New 
Orleans Novelty got $10,878 and Mr. Gillen’s two bars got $10,878. 

As we heard his testimony, the Huey Distributing Company became 
a factor in his business in 1956. They had no business at all with him 
in 1955. 

In 1956, they received a total of $3,158 in Pat’s No. 1 and Pat’s No. 
2, while the New Orleans Novelty Co. business dropped to $9,971.50 
inthat year. 

In 1957, the New Orleans Novelty Co. business at these two bars 
dropped further to $7,052.20. In that year, there was a new factor in 
Mr. Gillen’s business, the Vac-Key, and from that company Mr. 
Gillen received a total of $4,357.50. The Vac-Key Amusement Co. 
was operated by Mr. Albert Huffine, who was at that time general 
manager of the Huey Distributing Co. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the Vac-Key Co. ? 

Mr. Satincer. The Vac-Key Co. was an operating company which 
operated pinbill machines and jukeboxes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the other is a distributing company ? 

Mr. Saurncer. The other is a distributing company. That is 
correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can Mr. Kohn return to the stand? 


TESTIMONY OF AARON M. KOHN—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Kohn, would you identify the individuals who 
were named by Mr. Richardson as the deputy sheriffs? 

Mr. Koun. Yes. I believe Mr. Richardson referred to Red Coci, 
who — criminal deputy sheriff ; Malcolm Coci, popularly known 
as Red. 

The other man he referred to is James Arnoult, the chief civil 
deputy sheriff. Both of them are the primary assistants to Sheriff 
William Coci, who is responsible for both the civil and criminal func- 
tions of the sheriff’s office. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Kohn, do we find that their operations spread 
beyond Jefferson County? That is, Marcello’s? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, in terms of the coin-device business. Actually, the 
area of Grand Isle is within Jefferson Parish, but it is divided from 
the rest of the parish by Lafourche Parish. Grand Isle is a community 
on the Gulf of Mexico where a narcotics ex-convict by the name of 
Tony Morella, very much tied with the Marcello mob, runs the coin- 
device business, and this is connected with the Marcello operations. 

In the distributorship of Huey for Rockola, they had the entire 
area, including part of Mississippi. 

However, the Rockola distributorship was given up by the Huey 
Distributing Co. last year. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about Mr. Will Guillot, in St. Bernard 
Parish, La., the Guillot Amusement Co.? Do you find any connection 
between them and the Marcellos? 

Mr. Konn. Yes, sir. There is one situation which connects the 
interests of the two. Will Guillot, whose full name is Willard F. 
Guillot, and his son Glen, run the Guillot Amusement Co. They op- 
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erate jukeboxes, pinball machines and slot machines. The head. 
quarters for their operation is in a bar known as Corrine Club, in 
which Guillot also runs a handbook and has other forms of gambling, 

Over a period of years gambling has been repeatedly found by our 
investigators. And, incidentally, as recently as January of this year 
Guillot was arrested and charged with handbook gambling. 

About 1953 or 1952, about the time, or perhaps immediately before 
Francis Gravenberg, the new state police superintendent, started 
smashing slot machines, Guillot bought some slot machines for deliy- 
ery to his place in St. Bernard Parish. I might explain for the 
benefit of the committee that Jefferson Parish adjoins New Orleans to 
the west and to the south. St. Bernard Parish adjoins New Orleans 
to the east. 

When these machines were delivered to Guillot, he paid part of the 
bill in cash, and the balance of it, believed to have been $4,000, was 
handled by issuing a check. The check bounced and there were per- 
sistent efforts made to collect on it, which failed. 

Then attorney for the vendor asked the sheriff of Jefferson Parish 
to issue a warrant for the arrest of Guillot in St. Bernard Parish, and 
he ran into a great deal of trouble in getting the warrant served. 

Then he received a telephone call from Carlos Marcello, who said, 
“Stay right where youare. I am coming over.” 

When he came over to this lawyer’s office, he demanded to see the 
check. It was shown to him. Marcello tossed, I believe it was, $4,000 
in cash down, tore up the check, dropped it on the floor, turned around 
and walked out. 

Guillot is ruthless in the control of his privilege of distributing coin 
devices. Perhaps an outstanding example of this comes in connection 
with a New Orleans operator by the name of Mitchell Morehead, who 
has the M. & M. Amusement Co. About the end of 1956, Morehead 
went into Jefferson Parish and installed 12 target-type coin-operated 
machines. Not long after, he found that his locations were asking 
him—all of his locations were asking him—to take out the machines, 

Incidentally, these same locations were operating slot machines 
owned by Guillot. They told him he would have to take out his target 
machines unless he could get right with the right people, and then 
described the right man as Will Guillot. 

Morehead got in touch with Guillot and finally they worked out a 
compromise whereby Guillot would get half of the gross take of the 
target machines that he had installed in the parish, with Guillot being 
the one that was to collect the money and give Morehead his half. 

However, weeks went by and Morehead never got any money, and 
went down and argued with Guillot about it. They got to another 
compromise. He still received no money. 

He went back the next time to check and found out that there were 
little paper I O U’s in these machines instead of money. He went to 
see Guillot, who finally in substance told him, “Look, I really ought 
to be getting all this money. If the money weren't going into your 
machines, it would be going into my slot machines, so get them out of 
here or I will break them up.” 

Finally Guillot’s son, Glen, delivered all of the target machines 
back to Morehead’s place of business in New Orleans. Morehead 
never again attempted to go back into St. Bernard’s Parish, until a 
friend of his, a Mrs. Irma Lowe, came to see him and asked him if 
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he wouldn’t sell her a juke box on a chattel mortgage. This oc- 
curred after Mrs. Irma Barron Lowe and Mrs. Ruth Sanders had 
started a small restaurant on St. Bernard Highway not very far from 
Guillot’s Corrine Club. They were told to get their juke box from 
Will Guillot, which they did. 

But it never worked. ‘They were having a lot of trouble with cus- 
tomers putting coins in and not getting their plays back. They would 
have to give the money back to the customers but they could never 
get the money from Guillot. 

About a month went by without the machine operating properly, 
and with Guillot telling them he was too busy with his handbook 
during the day to do anything about repairing the machine or have 
it repaired. 

They finally got Guillot’s permission to bring in another machine. 
This is when the women went to Morehead in New Orleans. 

A few days after Morehead’s new Seeburgh machine was installed, 
about 7 o’clock at night, the front door of their small restaurant burst 
open. At this time there were the two women and a male customer. 
In through the door came Will Guillot, his son Glen Guillot, and a 
man by the name of Clem Nunez, who worked as a mechanic in this 
coin device business. 

Glen Guillot had a gun in his hand and as he came in he started 
shooting at the juke box. 

Clem Nunez pulled out a blackjack and for the next 5 hours, ap- 
proximately, there was a reign of terror inside of this little restau- 
rant. When one of the women, having no phone available at the lo- 
cation, started to go out the door to use the phone at a fire station 
across the street, she was told that if she went out of the door, she 
would go out feet first. 

They broke up all of the stock, that is, Coca-Cola, beer, excepting 
for what beer they drank themselves they destroyed, broke mirrors, 
smashed the cigarette vending machine. During the course of this, 
on two separate occasions, pairs of deputy sheriffs walked in. When 
the first pair walked in, they recognized the men, and they immediately 
turned around and walked out again. 

Not very much longer afterwards another pair of deputies walked 
in and started to do the same thing, but as they reached the door on 
the way out one of these three men picked up a beer bottle, threw it 
at the back of the deputy sheriff. It shattered on the door jam. 

The deputy turned around and said, “You fellows better cut it out 
or you will get in trouble,” and quickly walked out again. About mid- 
night another deputy sheriff came in in civilian clothes, wearing a 
gun, and threw the two Guillots and Nunez out of the place. 

The women attempted the next day to have a complaint accepted 
by the District Attorney’s office and it was refused. They also went 
to the clerk of the court, who refused to accept a complaint. Finally 
they found one Justice of the Peace who was willing to accept the com- 
plaint. 

It was sent to the sheriff’s office and the two Guillots and Nunez 
were then arrested and charged with disorderly conduct, threatening 
to do bodily harm with a pistol, and destroying private property. 

Morehead thereafter—I might point out that this place of business 
hever opened again. The money available to these pr ople for operat- 
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ing their small business had been completely lost in the process of de. 
struction. They tried to sue Guillot for recovery of their loss, which 
was several thousand dollars, and the woman, Mrs. Lowe, has stated 
that she had to drop the suit when Will Guillot in the presence of wit- 
nesses threatened that if she started walking into any courtroom to 
sue him, she would never reach the courtroom alive. 

The owner of the jukebox, Morehead, he attempted to sue for re. 
covery of damages. It cost something under $300 to repair the juke. 
box. He could find no attorney who was willing to initiate a suit 
against Will Guillot in St. Bernard Parish. 

That is where the matter stands today. This, incidentally, happened 
in 1957, gentlemen. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is in which parish ? 

Mr. Koun. That is St. Bernard Parish, which lies across New 
Orleans from Jefferson Parish. 

Mr. Kennepy. From Mr. Marcello’s holdings, it would appear that 
he isan extremely wealthy man. 

Mr. Koun. He is probably one of the wealthiest men in Louisiana 
today. 

Senator Curtis. What does he own ? 

Mr. Koun. His holdings are extensive, Senator. Marcello has 
many friends, family, lawyers, associates, dispersed over a wide area 
who appear to be very willing and closemouthed in their participation 
with him and his financial ventures. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you give us briefly a little bit about that? 

Mr. Koun. Well, I think I pointed out before that about 20 years 
ago his wife claimed poverty when there was a $76,000 Federal penalty 
to be paid which was settled for $400. In 1944, Carlos and his younger 
brother Vincent became partners in this Jefferson Music Co. It wasn’t 
very many years thereafter when each of them was drawing something 
in the neighborhood of $25,000 apiece from it. 

As was pointed out here today, they operate in the neighborhood 
of 1,000 coin devices. In addition to that, Marcello moved into the 
Costello-Kastel slot machine operations. He became a partner in 
1945 in the Dixie Coin Machine Co., the area distributors for the Mills 
slot machines, manufactured in Chicago. 

In November of 1946 Marcello bought a 17-percent interest in the 
Beverly Club for $45,000 in cash. Frank Costello and Dandy Phil 
Kastel held the major share of ownership in the Beverly, which de- 
veloped into one of the most lavish nightclubs and gambling casinos 
in the Nation. 

Incidentally, Meyer Lansky of New York, Florida, and Cuba 
gambling fame, was another owner of a piece of that club. Also in 
1948, Marcello and Victor J. Trapani bought the New Southport 
Club, another gambling casino, for $160,000. Marcello then got 
some interest in the Louisiana Quick Freeze & Storage Co., of 
Morgan City, La., and there was business association involved in the 
Sea Shrimp Co. at Patterson. 

John Bellestri and Felice Golino, of the shrimp company, have 
continued through the years in the expanding investments of Mar- 

cello. His present residence in Metairie was purchased last year in 
the name of his mother for $110,000 cash. His previous residence 
in Marrero, La., acquired in 1946, for $42,500, was offered for sale 
last year by realty agents for $125,000. 





SS 


a3 4 


va 





ty 
er 
rt 
ng 


he 
in 
Ils 
he 
hil 
Je- 
108 


iba 


ort 
rot 


the 
ave 
in 


nce 
sale 


IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 17255 


In July 1958 the million-dollar-plus Town & County Motel went 
into business at Bossier City, near Shreveport, La., in which Marcello 
has an informally acknowledged, but formally denied, controlling 
interest. His attorney in Shreveport is the president of that corpo- 
ration, Frank and Roy Occhipinti, who are in partnership with 
Marcello in the New Orleans area. 

Mr. Kennepy. How do you spell that name? 

Mr. Koun. O-c-c-h-i-p-i-n-t-1. 

Felice Golino and John Bellestri are also major stockholders. 
Marcello has a substantial financial investment in the Holiday Inn 
Hotel in Jefferson Parish, La., purchased in November 1958 for 
$1,800,000 in the name of Roy and Frank Occhipinti and others. 
Carlos’ brother Anthony has since performed management functions 
in connection with the Holiday Inn and, as I pointed out, Carlos 
Marcello has at least $100,000 or perhaps more involved in it. 

Also in 1958—and I am speaking now of just this last year—Carlos 
Marcello, his five brothers, his two sisters and his mother sold 183 
acres of land in the Gretna area of Jefferson Parish for 1 penny less 
than $1 million. The sale was made to nine separate corporations 
created for the purpose of buying the land. The president of each 
corporation is James J. Culotta, who is a member of the Jefferson 
Parish Planning and Zoning Board. 

Mr. Kennepy. Which is an official government body ? 

Mr. Konn. Yes, sir. This is an official government agency, which 
grants zoning permits and the like. Culotta is a building contractor 
that has long been connected with the Marcello activities. 

About 7 years before—that is, in August 1951—this property was 
bought by Joseph Marcello, Sr., for $5,800, at a time when Carlos 
was under great pressure for contempt before the Senate investi- 
gating committee. Marcello, Sr., died in June 1952, and this property 
was valued at $40,000 for inheritance tax purposes when the estate 
was settled on July 1, 1955. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was July 1, 1955. That was when it was 
valued at $40,000 ? 

Mr. Koun. $40,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that is the property that was sold some 8 years 
later for $1 million ? 

Mr. Konn. Yes. An interesting thing about it is that the father’s 
estate, when it passed on to the members of the family, there were 
no inheritance taxes paid of any kind to either the Federal or State 
Government because the valuations involved were just barely below 
the figures beyond which taxes must be paid. 

Senator Curtis. Are we given to understand that the appraisement 
was low or the sale price was too high ? 

Mr. Koun. Well, sir 

Senator Curtis. There is quite a difference between $40,000 and 
$1 million. 

Mr. Koun. Twenty-five times as much as it had been valued for 
tax purposes. I might say that this detailed information was sent 
to the Internal Revenue Service for their examination into possible 
intent to evade taxation. 
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The Cuarrman. How long ago? 

Mr. Koun. We just came upon this combination of factors within 
the last couple of months. 

The Cuarman. It might be that the Internal Revenue can look jp. 
to this properly, and it might be that we will get enough recove 
out of that one transaction alone to help pay the expenses of this 
committee for a year. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have some other examples of the asseggeq 
value as compared to the real value or the market value of this 
property ? 

Mr. Koun. Yes, Mr. Kennedy. There are some very interesting 
contrasts. 

The Cuatrman. The committee will stand in recess until 10:30 to. 
morrow morning. 

(Members of the select committee present at time of recess: Sena. 
tors McClellan and Curtis.) 

(Whereupon, at 4:55 p.m. the select committee recessed, to recon- 
vene at 10:30 a.m., Tuesday, Mar. 24, 1959.) 
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INVESTIGATION OF IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE 
LABOR OR MANAGEMENT FIELD 


TUESDAY, MARCH 24, 1959 


U.S. Senate, 
SeLect CoMMITTEE ON ImpropER ACTIVITIES, 
IN THE Lapor oR MANAGEMENT FIELD, 
Washington, D.C. 

The select committee met at 10:30 a.m., pursuant to Senate Resolu- 
tion 44, agreed to February 2, 1959, in the caucus room of the Senate 
Office Building, Senator John L. McClellan (chairman of the Select 
Committee) presiding. 

Present: Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Senator 
Sam J. Ervin, Jr., Democrat, North Carolina; Senator Karl E. Mundt, 
Republican, South Dakota; Senator Carl T. Curtis, Republican, Ne- 
braska; Senator Homer E. Capehart, Republican, Indiana. 

Also present: Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel; Walter R. May, 
assistant counsel; John P. Constandy, assistant counsel; Arthur G. 
Kaplan, assistant counsel; Pierre E. G. Salinger, assistant counsel; 
Ruth Y. Watt, chief clerk. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will come to order. 

(Members of the select committee present at time of convening: 
Senators McClellan, Ervin and Capehart.) 

The CuatrmMan. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Carlos Marcello. 

The Cuarrman. Be sworn, please. 

You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give before this Sen- 
ate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF CARLOS MARCELLO, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
JACK WASSERMAN 


The CHarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation, please. 

Mr. Marce.w. Carlos Marcello, 577 Woodbine, Jefferson Parish. 

The Cuatrman. What is your occupation, please, sir ? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer that on the ground it may intend 
to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. On the ground it may “intend” to incriminate you? 

Mr. Marcetxo. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You have counsel, do you? 

Mr. Marcetxo. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuarman. Mr. Counsel, identify yourself for the record, 
please. 

Mr. Wasserman. Jack Wasserman, Warner Building, Washington 
D.C. I ama member of the bar of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. Chairman, I have submitted some questions in the nature of 
cross-examination which I would like to be posed to Mr. Aaron Kohn 
before Mr. Marcello is questioned further. May I have a ruling on 
my request ? 

The Cuairman. Yes, sir; you may. 

The Chair has examined the questions, and the Chair wishes to 
ascertain to what extent counsel’s client is going to cooperate with 
the committee. We are very happy to reciprocate, if we can get the 
cooperation from you, from your client, that we desire. 

We would then be most happy to grant your request and interrogate, 
or cross-examine, as you please to call it. 

Mr. Wasserman. May I call the chairman’s attention to the fact 
that no such condition is imposed pursuant to this committee’s rules? 

The Cuarrman. The Chair is making that condition. The ques- 
tion of whether we permit any cross-examination is in the discretion 
of the committee under the raion. I am most happy, I would just be 
delighted, to submit the cross-examination questions to the other wit- 
ness if your client will cooperate with the committee. 

Mr. WasserMAN. Should not cross-examination logically follow 
the direct examination of a witness before another witness is called? 

The Cuatrman. Logically, yes; if it is going to be granted. But 
T haven’t determined that I am going to grant it. 

Mr. WasserMAN. All right. I understand your position. 

The CuHatrMan. Have I made it clear? 

Proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Marcello, could you tell the committee what 
your major source of income is at the present time? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the ground it may intend to 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us whether you operate jukeboxes 
and pinball machines in the southern Louisiana area? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have there been attempts to organize your em- 
ployees by the International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, Mr. 
Marcello? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have there been any attempts by the Teamsters to 
organize your employees ? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have any financial arrangements, directly 
or indirectly, with Mr. William Coci, who is the present sheriff of 
Jefferson Parish ? 

Mr. Marcexxo. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have there been any arrangements that have been 
made between you and the sheriff, and any other officials of govern- 
ment, to keep unionization out of Jefferson Parish ? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Kennepy. Has there been any attempt between all of you to 
keep unionization out of the pinball and the coin machine business? 

Mr. Marcet.o. I decline to answer on the same ground. 
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The Cuamman. You better state your grounds occasionally be- 
cause “the same ground” might get monotonous. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Marcello, you were born in Tunis, Africa, in 
1910; is that right. 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you have never been naturalized. 

Could you tell us way it has been that you have been able to stay 
in this country even though you have been convicted twice of felonies ? 

Mr. Marcetvo. I decline to answer on the ground it may intend to 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Once in 1933 for robbery and once in 1937 for the 
saleof marijuana? Would you tell us about that? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us how many coin machines you have 
at the present time ? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us why these pinball machines are al- 
lowed to operate as gambling machines even though gambling is 
illegal ¢ 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the ground it may intend 
to incriminate me. 

(At this point Senator Mundt entering the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. According to the information we have, you are an 
associate of Mr. Frank Costello. Is that right? 

Mr. Marceto. I decline to answer on the ground it may intend to 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Dandy Phil Kastel, also ? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline on the same ground. 

Mr. Kennepy. Joe Cibello, of Dallas, Tex., who attended the meet- 
ing at Apalchin ? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Kennepy. Sam Carollo, who was deported in 1947 as a nar- 
cotics trafficker ¢ 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you been in touch with him at all lately? 

Mr. Marce to. I decline to answer on the ground it may intend to 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Mr. Ralph J. Adams, who was ap- 
pointed as deputy to Sheriff Coci in June of 1956? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Kennepy. Bonny Geigerman, do you know that, the brother- 
in-law of Frank Costello, who operates in New Orleans? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the ground it may intend to 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. According to our information, you are an associate 
of his. 

Also, you have as a business partner Mr. Philip Smith, who is the 
Jefferson Parish attorney ; is that correct? 

Mr. Marcexto. I decline to answer on the ground it may intend to 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the Jefferson Parish deputy sheriffs assist you 
in getting locations? 
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Mr. Marcetzo. I decline to answer the question on the ground jt 

may intend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Krennepy. Have you been able to use law enforcement officials 
to assist you in 7% businesses, Mr. Marcello? 

Mr. Marcet.o. I decline to answer the question. It may intend to 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. What funds have you received from the Huey Dis- 
tributing Co. ? 

Mr. Marcetzo. I decline to answer the question. It may intend to 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. In connection with law enforcement officials and 
your tie-in with the Jefferson Parish attorney, we have the informa- 
tion that a piece of property at 800 Baratari Boulevard was offered 
for sale for $125,000 and yet the tax assessment that was put on there 
was $8,000. Could you tell us how that happe ned ¢ 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer the quest ion on the same ground, 

Mr. Kennepy. And the New Southport Club which you purchased 
in 1948 for $160,000 had a tax assessment value of $7,200. Would you 
tell us how that happened ¢ 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer the question on the same grounds, 

Mr. Kennepy. And the Town and Country Motel, which was sold 
in 1958 for more than $1 million, had a tax assessment value of $17,500! 

Mr. Marcetso. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Kennepy. Even though when it was originally constructed in 
1953 it cost $350,000, and other units have been added since that time, 
Can you explain that to us? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

(At this point Senator Curtis entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you dominate and control, Mr. Marcello, the coin 
machine business in Southern Louisiana ? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you are in many other businesses, the shrimp 
business, and real estate business, are you not? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

The CHarrman. May I ask you a few questions ? Through your 
counsel you have at least requested that certain interrogations be made 
of the witness Mr. Kohn, who testified yesterday. I think some of 
these questions would be quite appropriate to ask him, and I am per- 
fectly willing that he be asked these questions if you are willing to 
testify regarding the same subject matter. I note particularly the 
question : “to state whether, to your personal knowledge, Carlos Mar- 
cello, or his brother Vincent Marcello, were owners or employees of 
Huey Distributing Co. at the time of the episode described by Walter 
Richardson, alleging that two deputies demanded that he install juke- 
boxes owned by the Huey Distributing Co. If so, state the basis of 
your personal knowledge.” 

I will ask you to state whether you were, you or your brother, either 
or both of you were, at that time, a part owner in any sense "of the 
Huey Distributing Co. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Marcetxo. I refuse to answer on the ground it may intend to 
incriminate me. 

The Cuarmman. You don’t want to testify. You want others to 
testify. You want to be fair and give this committee the information 
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within your knowledge, do you? And at the same time you ask us 
to get information that may be within the knowledge of other wit- 
nesses? Are you willing to tell the truth ? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I am willing to speak to my attorney at this time. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Go ahead. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Marcetxo. Senator, can my attorney answer that question? 

The CuHamMan. No, sir. He is not under oath. I want to know 
if you will answer it. You are the one under oath. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Marcetxo. Senator, I am willing to consider it after Mr. Kohn 
answers these questions. 

The CHarrMAN. You will have a long time to consider it as far as 
Iam concerned, because I am not going to ask him these questions for 


your edification and information unless you are willing to cooperate 


with the committee and tell the committee what you know. 

Mr. Marcetxo. Thank you, sir. 

The CuamrMan. So we have an understanding about that. Now 
I will ask you the question: Were you at that time a part owner, you or 
your brother, a part owner, of the Huey Distributing Co.? 

Mr. Marce xo. I decline to answer on the ground it may intend to 
incriminate me. 

The CuarrmMan. According to the record we have you were a part 
owner, and you received from this Huey Distributing Co. in the 
year 1955, according to this information we have, $12,286.75 income 
from that company. Do you deny it? 

Mr. Marcexxo. I decline to answer the question. It may intend 
to incriminate me. 

The CuairMan. For the year 1956, the information we have shows 
that you received $4,683.84 income from that company. Do you 
deny it ? 

Mr. Marcetzo. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

The Cuarmman. And our information further shows that in 1957 
you also received $674.74 income from that company. Do you deny 
that ? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

The Cuatrman. This man Richardson who testified here yesterday 
said that he had some pinball machines, I believe they were—anyway, 
they were coin machines—in his place of business and he had them 
there for quite a long time, I believe. After this new sheriff was 
elected—what was his name; Coci? Is that his name? Anyway, 
after he went in his office about 2 months, they came out there and 
undertook to put pressure on him to change from the business arrange- 
ment he had had regarding his coinboxes, and told him that they 
would put pressure on him if he didn’t. Was that pressure put on 
in order to make him change and get the boxes from a company in 
which you had an interest ? 

_ Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the ground it may intend to 
incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Did you enter into an agreement with the sheriff 
that he would use his law enforcement powers, through himself and 


his deputies, to force your equipment on these people who engaged in 
this business ? 
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Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

The Cuarrman. And did you agree to pay him something for that 
arrangement ? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

The CHatrMAN. That needs a little reflection here. I don’t want to 
do that sheriff any injustice. But here comes in a fellow—two of 
them, yesterday—who testified, one in particular, about him bei 
raided, things done to insult his customers and humiliate them, 
simply because he would not change and get his equipment from a 
company in which, apparently, you were interested. 

Now, then, you can’t testify, you say, without possible self-incrimi- 
nation about the incident. So that leaves reflection upon someone jf 
there is something about it that you can’t testify to without possible 
self-incrimination. Then I wonder if the sheriff is in the same situa: 
tion. Wouldn’t you at least clear his name, if it isn’t true? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the ground it may intend to 
incriminate me. 

The CuatrMan. I want it to be borne in mind that the sheriff has 
been invited to be present. I don’t know but what it may be necessary 
to subpena him. But I thought he would be willing to come. J 
thought you would be willing to say, “No, I didn’t do any such thing 
as that,” if it isn’t true. 

Do you still persist that you can’t answer any of these questions 
without the possibility of self-incrimination ? 

Mr. Marcettzo. Yes, Senator. 

The CuHatrman. I have asked you here two or three of the very 
questions you want to ask somebody else. If you wouldn’t answer, 
why do you expect someone else to answer, or why do you think this 
committee ought to require them to answer? 

Mr. Marcetxo. Because they made the statement. 

The CHarrMan. Well, they made the statement. Do you deny it? 
Do you deny the truthfulness of the statement ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Marcetxo. I refuse to answer on the ground it may intend to 
incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman? 

The CuarrMan. Senator Curtis. 

Senator Curtis. How long have you lived in the United States! 

Mr. Marcer1o. Forty-eight years. 

Senator Curtis. Where were you born ? 

Mr. Marcetvo. I refuse to answer on the ground it may intend to 
incriminate me. ; 

Senator Curtis. Are you more than 48 years old ? 

Mr. Marcet1o. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Senator Curtis. You haven’t lived all your life in the United States, 
have you? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the ground it may intend to 
incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. Are youa citizen of the United States? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Senator Curtis. If you were a citizen, would that incriminate you! 

Mr. Marcet.xo. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Senator Curtis. The fact is you have been here 48 years and yoil 
have never sought to become naturalized. Isn’t that true? 
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Mr. Marcet1o. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Senator Curtis. Do you realize that you are claiming a privilege 
under the Constitution of the United States, a charter of our liberty, 
and still you haven’t ever sought to assume the responsibilities of 
citizenship? Isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Marce..o. Senator, my attorney could answer that question. 

Senator Curtis. No, 1 want you to answer it. Have you ever sought 
citizenship ¢ 

Mr. Marcet1o. I decline to answer the question. 

Senator Curtis. Have you always paid your just share of taxes to 
support the Government ? 

Mr. Marce.1o. I decline to answer that on the ground it may tend to 
incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. If you have always reported your full income and 
disclosed all of your property for local assessment, how could that 
incriminate you ¢ 

Mr. Marce.1o. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Senator Curtis. I think this committee should take note of the fact 
of how you cling to the Constitution of the United States. You have 
that right. It is a basic charter of human liberty. But the other 
side of the ledger you have paid no attention to at all. 

That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Are there any questions ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

On the question of the Huey Distributing Co., as the income from 
that declined, according to the information that we have, he first had 
the income in the Jefferson Music Co., about which we had testimony 
yesterday which increased. For instance, in 1954, according to the in- 
formation we have, he had an income of some $9,000; then in 1955, it 
went up to $17,000; in 1956, it went up to $23,000; in 1957, to over 
$46,000 from that one source. 

The CHarrman. What isthe source of that? 

Mr. Kennepy. The Jefferson Music Co., which is the company that 
distributes these juke boxes. 

The CHarrman. You have heard the statement of counsel regard- 


ing the information the committee has with respect to your income 
from that source. 


Do you wish to deny it? 

Mr. Marcexxo. I decline to answer on the ground it may intend to 
incriminate me, Senator. 

The Cuarrman. If our records are incorrect, will you help us and 
get them corrected, set the record straight ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Marcexxo. I decline to answer on the ground it may intend 
to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Do you honestly believe that if you answered that 
question truthfully, that a truthful answer might tend to incriminate 
you? Do you honestly believe that ? 

Mr. Marceto. I decline to answer that, Senator. 

The Cuarrman. You are ordered, with the permission of the com- 
mittee, the Chair orders and directs you to answer the question. 


Mr. Marcetzo. I decline to answer on the grounds it may intend 
to incriminate me. 
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The Cuatrman. That order and direction will continue. 

I will ask you this question specifically again: According to the 
information the committee has, and this 1s another question, you re. 
ceived $12,286.75 in 1955; $3,683.84 in 1956; and $674.74 in 1957 
from the Huey Distributing Co. | 

Is that information correct ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Marcexxo. I decline to answer the question, Senator, on the 
ground it may intend to incriminate me. 

The CHatrman. Do you honestly believe that if you answered the 
question truthfully, that a truthful answer thereto might tend to 
incriminate you ? 

Mr. Marcexxo. I decline to answer on the ground it may intend 
to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair, with the approval of the commit 
orders and directs you to answer the question of whether you honestly 
believe that if you gave a truthful answer to the question, that 4 
truthful answer thereto might tend to incriminate you. 

Mr. Marcetxo. Can I consult my attorney, Senator ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Marcetto. Yes, Senator. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you. I got one answer. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Marcello, has there been any testimony that has 
been given here before the committee in connection with you that you 
wish to deny? 

Mr. Marcexio. I decline to answer the question on the ground it 
may intend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Has any testimony been given to the committee in 
connection with your activities which has not been true or accurate! 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the ground it may intend to 
incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Are you a member of the Mafia ? 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer on the ground it may intend to 
incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. You wouldn’t even deny that? Is that right? 

Mr. Marcetzo. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Nelson Barrios? 

Mr. Marce.w. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know anything about the American Transit 
Corp. of Missouri? 

Mr. Maxcetx. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Mr. D. J. Giacomo ? 

Mr. Marcetzo. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuartrman. Senator Mundt. 

Senator Munor. Mr. Marcello, I have been intrigued by listening 
to your record as you have written it into these hearings by failing to 
deny very serious allegations against you, and have been impressed 
by the point Senator Curtis emphasized, that you are an alien. You 
have never been naturalized. You have apparently been involved in& 





no ee es oO 


a =e ae A. ee 





he 
iT, 


has 
you 


L it 


) in 


1 to 


nsit 


ing 


You 


ina 


IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 17265 


whole series of crimes. You have been given a chance to purge the 
record and clear it and deny them, but you have taken the fifth amend- 
ment, which is virtually tantamount, I am sure, in the public mind, 
to admitting the charges. 

I would like to ask you this: This committee, a part of it at least, 
is comprised of four members of the Committee on Government Op- 
erations, which is charged with checking the efficiency of operations 
of the executive branch of the Federal Government. I am curious to 
know whether or not the Federal Government is meeting its obliga- 
tion in your connection. 

I would like to ask you this question: Has the Federal Government, 
the Attorney General’s office, instituted deportation proceedings 
against you ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Marce.o. Yes. 

Senator Munpr. They have. 

That is all. 

Senator Ervin. Mr. Chairman, on that point I have an observation. 
According to the information in the possession of the committee, 5 
years, 9 months, and 24 days ago, an order for the deportation of this— 
I started to say witness, but since he has given no testimony I will say 
this person—this person was entered. 

I would like to know how you have managed to stay in the United 
States for 5 years, 9 months, and 24 days after you were found ordered 
deported as an undesirable person. 

Can you give me any information on that point? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Marcetio. My attorney has the information, Senator. 

Senator Ervin. Don’t you have the information yourself? 

Mr. Marcetxo. Well, he is my attorney in the deportation case, 
Senator. 

Senator Ervin. I am asking you. You see, your attorney is not 
under oath, and he didn’t come here to testify. 

Mr. Marcetxo. Yes, sir. 

Senator Ervin. He came here to protect your legal rights but not 
to testify. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Senator Ervin. I would like to know how a man can manage to 
stay, a man who has been convicted of two felonies of such a serious 
nature as robbery and the sale of marihuana; how a man with that 
kind of a record can stay in the United States for 5 years, 9 months, 
24 days after he is found to be an undesirable alien. 

How have you managed to stay here? 

Mr. Marcerxo. Senator, not being an attorney, my attorney could 
answer that question. 

Senator Ervin. Well, your attorney is not a witness. 

Mr. Marcetxo. I wouldn’t know. 

Senator Ervin. Well, I am just curious. The American people are 
entitled to more protection at the hands of the law than to have an 
undesirable alien who has committed serious felonies remain in this 
country for 5 years, 9 months, 24 days after he is ordered deported. 
That certainly is an illustration of the fact that justice travels on 
leadened feet: if it travels at all. 
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I don’t know whether it is the fault of the administrative officers 
or the fault of the Department of Justice, or the fault of the Congress 
in not enacting laws under which more speedy action can be takep, 
But it seems to me that the American people’s patience ought to rup 
out on this proposition, and that those who have no claim to any right 
to remain in America, who come here and prey like leeches upon lay. 
abiding people of the country, ought to be removed from this country, 
It is bad enough to have to harbor our own self-raised, home-grown 
variety of racketeers. But to have them come in from other areas— 
it seems to me it is about time to put an end to it. 

The Coarmman. Are there any further questions ? 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Chairman, I certainly share the curiosity ex. 
pressed by Senator Ervin as to why a clear-cut case like this has not 
resulted in deportation of Mr. Marcello. To have aliens come here 
and engage in crimes of that kind and then cringe successfully behind 
the fifth amendment in order to slow down the processes of judgment, 
is a very sickening anomaly. 

I would suggest, because of the implications made by Senator 
Ervin, and I do not object to it, that among the reasons why this de- 
portation proceeding is not moved is the conceivable possibility that 
the Department of Justice has been lethargic in its activity. He did 
not make that, I am sure, as a charge, but listed it as one of the pos- 
sible reasons, which it surely is. 

I would suggest that the Chair direct a letter to the Attorney Gen- 
eral inquiring as to why this deportation has not been implemented, 
and that the Attorney General’s letter be made a part of the record 
when he replies. 

Senator Ervin. I think probably part of the responsibility rests 
on Congress, because I understand that Congress has thus far failed 
to enact any law under which an alien ordered deported can have one 
day in court to confine him to one opportunity to be heard, and to 
continue with writs of habeas corpus, one after another, without 
limitation. I lay that blame on Congress. 

Senator Munpr. I think the Senator is exactly correct. Because 
this is a committee, after all, interested in developing legislative 
remedies, I suggest that we write to the Attorney Gemma a letter, 
so that he could write back and tell us precisely why in the instant 
case the Department of Justice has not moved. 

It may be illuminating when we come to meeting our legislative 
emai, I recognize that the Senator was not implying any 
criticism of the Department of Justice, but listing it as one of the 
conceivable reasons. I think we should have the record complete and 
public on this point. 

An exchange of letters should disclose the fault, wherever it lies. 
If it is the fault of Congress, I hope before this session adjourns we 
can correct such a glaring loophole in the law. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuaran, Senator Curtis? 

Senator Curtis. Information has come to me, Mr. Marcello, that 
an have resorted to the courts, appealing from orders in the neigh- 

rhood of 35 times. Is that correct? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Mrcetxo. Senator, the only one who knows that is my at- 
torney. 
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Senator Curtis. You cannot count to 35? 

Mr. Marcetxo. No, sir, I couldn’t count that many times that we 
have been in court. 

Senator Curtis. Is it true that you have a legal action pending in 


Italy now ? 
Me. Marcetxo. Yes. 


Senator Curtis. To resist the issuance of a passport on the ground 
of lacking of proof that you are a citizen of Italy ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Marce.1o. Senator, I do not know the details of it. 

Senator Curtis. How much money have you spent in resisting de- 

rtation ¢ 

Mr. Marcetxo. I decline to answer the question because it may 
intend to incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. It has been American money, too, has it not? 

Mr. Marcet1o. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Senator Curtis. I notice your great fondness for American money, 
American protection to individual rights. But you say to tell us 
whether or not you have paid all your taxes would incriminate you. 

I think you ought to pack up your bags and voluntarily depart. 

That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Ervin. Mr. Chairman, I wouldn’t mind—he says his counsel 
is willing to explain how he stays here 5 years, 9 months, 24 days after 
the order of deportation is in. I wouldn’t mind his counsel explaining. 
I would like to know what Congress ought to do about it, to prevent a 
repetition of such things. 

The Cuarrman. It couldn’t be accepted as proof unless he is sworn. 

Do you want him sworn or do you want him to make a general state- 
ment ? 

Senator Ervin. I would like to have a general statement. If there 
is something we can do about it, I would like to see it done. 

The Cuatrman. The statement may be made. It will be brief. It 
will not be regarded as evidence, but only as a comment from counsel 
for the information of the members of the committee. 

All right, Mr. Counsel, do you want to make any statement about 
how you are able to keep this man from going back to Italy for such a 
long period of time? 

Mr. WasserRMAN. Initially, a habeas corpus action was brought, test- 
ing the constitutionality of the act under which he was ordered de- 
ported. He was ordered deported under a retroactive provision of 
the McCarran-Walter Act, and that particular provision was at- 
tacked on the ground that it was ex post facto. It went up to the 
Supreme Court and the Supreme Court held the constitutionality of 
the act by a divided vote. Thereafter, the Immigration authorities 
unlawfully attempted to deport him to Italy without first attempt- 
ing to ascertain whether he could be deported to France, which was 
the place that he designated as the place of deportation. 

In that litigation, Mr. Marcello was sustained in the courts on the 
ground that Immigration had proceeded illegally. Thereafter, he 
claimed that he would be persecuted if deported to Italy, and that he 
had not had a fair administrative hearing in connection with that 
phase of his case. 

The Immigration authorities resisted that, and one of the appellate 
courts directed that a rehearing be held on that point, apparently on 
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the ground that he had not been accorded fair procedures. That re. 
hearing has been held and it is still pending administratively, 

That is the situation in brief. I have never counted the number 
of times I have filed a paper in court or a motion in court. I know 
there have been maybe three or four, maybe five, actions in court, We 
have never resorted to the courts 37 or 35 times, as the newspapers seem 
to have stated. I assume that when Mr. Kohn made that statement 
yesterday, he was just repeating newspaper talk. 

Senator Ervin. How long has this last administrative proceeding 
been pending to determine whether he had a fair hearing ? 

Mr. WasserRMAN. No, that issue went into the court. The court 
disposed of it and it is now back administratively. 

Senator Ervin. How long has it been there ? 

Mr. Wasserman. We had a hearing in December, and the matter 
is still pending. I am just speaking from recollection. I don’t haye 
any of my notes here or my files here. 

Senator Ervin. In other words, what you have stated would indj- 
cate to me that Congress ought to pass a statute saying that whena 
deportation proceeding is brought, that a man has to set up all of 
— claims at one time, or forever be foreclosed from setting them up 
ater. 

Mr. Wasserman. No, Senator. I think the first thing you should 
do is to tell the Immigration authorities to conduct all the adminis. 
trative proceedings at one time. They are the ones who break it up 
in separate parts. They make you pay additional fees each time you 
go to the separate types of remedies, and then you have separate court 
proceedings for each type of application that is involved. 

If it could be bundled together and streamlined administratively, 
I think you would go a long way to saving the Government money 
and saving the alien money as well. 

Senator Ervin. I agree with you in that. The proceeding should 
be to pass on all possible issues once and for all. 

Mr. WassERMAN. You see what happens: You have a deportation 
proceeding. Then you have a separate proceeding asking for a stay of 
deportation. It is entirely separate. If you go in to attack the de- 
portation order, you cannot attack the fairness of your application 
that you might be persecuted if deported, or in connection with the stay 
of deportation. 

Those are two separate applications, two separate fees have to be 
paid. That is why you have to have two separate lawsuits. There is 
nothing in the present bill for judicial review which you are referring 
to that would even remedy that situation. 

The initial way to attack this is administratively, to streamline the 
administrative proceeding. 

Senator Ervin. Thank you. 

Senator Munpr. Are you telling us that under the present law the 
deportation authorities, if they so decided, could present this as 4 
single package as you have recommended, or does the law have to be 
changed ? 

Mr. Wasserman. The law does not have to be changed. It can be 
done administratively without any change in the law. 

Senator Munpr. It could be done now ? 
Mr. WassERMAN. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Ervin. The present law permits any number of habeas 
corpus writs to be applied for, doesn’t it ¢ 

Mr. WasserMAN. Well, you can’t change that, Senator. . 

Senator Ervin. Laws of that nature have been changed in many 
States. In my State, a person, in order to apply for a writ of habeas 
corpus, has to file a petition saying whether he has ever applied for a 
writ on any previous occasion. 

Mr. WassERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Senator Ervin. You can take and provide by law that any issue that 
arises on the habeas corpus proceeding, which is once determined, as 
to all times from then on and into the past is determined forever. 

Mr. WasserMAN. Well, I have some doubts about that. As the 
Senator will know, you cannot suspend the writ of habeas corpus under 
the Constitution. 

Senator Ervin. You can’t suspend it, but you can provide just 
exactly how it is going to be exercised, and you don’t have to put up 
with a dilatory system under which a new writ can be applied for 
every day. 

Mr. WasserMAN. That is correct. As a matter of fact, under the 
rules of some of the courts, in particularly I know under the rules of 
the southern district of New York, you must allege in your habeas 
corpus application whether or not you have previously applied for 
awrit. But I can assure you, Senator, in every instance that we went 
into court in the case of Carlos Marcello, we had justification, and it 
was done in good faith and at no time was it done for the purpose of 
delay. 

nator Ervin. I don’t blame attorneys for doing things for the 
purpose of delay, if a legislative body allows a law to exist which 
permits such delay. I don’t blame an attorney for resorting to 
everything in the interest of his client, but I would say that Congress 
should step in. 

In North Carolina we have a statute that if you apply for a ruling 
ona writ of habeas corpus, it is res adjudicata as to the question of 
any ground of illegality that is adjudicated on in the first instance. 
That ought to be the Federal law, too. That is my opinion. 

The Cuarrman. The witness may stand aside subject to being re- 
called during the day. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we are going into a different matter 
at this time. I would like to call Mr. Sherry as a witness. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Sherry, come forward. 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Suerry. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF HAL SHERRY 


The Cuarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation, Mr. Sherry. 

Mr. Suerry. My name is Hal Sherry. I live in Alhambra, a suburb 
of Los Angeles, Calif. I am now in the real estate business. 

The Cuatrrman. You waive counsel, do you? 
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Mr. Suerry. I do, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Sherry, you were involved in local 1052 of the 
IBEW ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that occurred back in 1946? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy. That is when you originally entered into that; js 
that right ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were invited, were you not, to attend a meeting 
of an association of operators of jukeboxes ? 

Mr. Suerry. I was, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Called the Southern California Music Operators 
Association ; is that right ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What isthat called ? 

Mr. Suerry. That is called SCMOA. 

Mr. Kennepy. For what reason did they invite you to attend? 
Were you in the jukebox business yourself at that time? 

Mr. Suerry. No, sir. I was manufacturing radios; coin-operated 
radios. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you had done some organizing for the Machin- 
ists Union during the war? 

Mr. Suerry. That is right. 

Mr. Krennepy. And at that time the association members felt they 
were having some difficulties as far as cutrate competition was con- 
cerned ? 

Mr. Suerry. That is right. They called me in to organize and a 
charter was issued. 

Mr. Kennepy. So they wanted you to organize a union ? 

Mr. Suerry. They did, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they made arrangements, or arrangements were 
made for a charter to be issued ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Arrangements were made with the International 
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did an international organizer from the union come 
out to help organize it? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes. It was done in this manner. There were a few 
operators, possibly 20 or 25, who belonged to Local 11, IBEW, Inter- 
national Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, and they felt they were 
not having their grievances processed properly. 

So an international representative was invited out to sit in at one 
of the meetings. He sat in at the meeting, and shortly thereafter a 
charter was issued to local 1052 for the coin-machine industry in 
southern California. 

Mr. Krennepy. The primary purpose at that time was to protect 
the locations of the various operators; is that right ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. They had an agreement amongst themselves that 
they would not jump one another’s location ? 
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Mr. Suerry. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. The union was set up and established in order to 
rotect these locations; is that right? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. The union was going to place a picket line in front 
of a tavern where a group which was not a member of the association, 
therefore not a member of the union, came in and tried to take a 
location ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir; for the label. 

Senator Curtis. Would you yield at that point? 

Who belonged to the union ? 

Mr. Suerry. You had both servicemen and the owner-operators 
themselves. They worked on machines and were mechanics, they be- 
longed to the union. If they were owners and did not work on them, 
they did not belong. 

acitor Curtis. If they owned the place of business 

Mr. Suerry. No, sir; if they owned the machines, not the place of 
business. 

Senator Curtis. Suppose they owned both the machine and the 
place of business ? 

Mr. Suerry. Then, if such occurred, which was not too often, a 
serviceman would give them service at so much per month. As a-rule, 
it was $7.50 per month. They had to display—that is a harsh word, 
“had to”—we asked them to display a union label. 

(At this point Senator Mundt left the hearing room.) 

Senator Curtis. Did you compel the owners to join the union? 

Mr. Suerry. Which owners are you referring to? 

Senator Curtis. The owners of the machine. 

Mr. Suerry. No, sir; we asked them to put a label on. They couldn’t 
join if they wanted to. We couldn’t let them join. 

Senator Curtis. Do you mean to say that no one joined except they 
were employees ? 

Mr. Suerry. No, sir; we had owner-operators of machines who 
joined. We had mechanics who joined, but a man who owned a tavern 
and owned his machine, he couldn’t join. 

Senator Curtis. Is it true that you required an individual who 
owned his own machine and serviced it himself to join the union? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Even though he had no employees? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir; regardless. 

Mr. Kennepy. I think you recognize, looking back on it, that it was 
probably an improper way to handle this. 

Mr. Suerry. Very much so. 

Mr. Kennepy. Finishing up with a person who owned his own ma- 
chine, what he would have to do is he would have to pay for a label for 
the machine each month ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So he would have to pay maybe $7.50 to the man who 
serviced the machine ? 

Mr. Suerry. To the serviceman. 

Mr. Kennepy. And which was for the permission to have a label on 
the machine ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. If he didn’t have a label on the machine, he couldn 
get service ? 

Mr. Suerry. That is right. But we also tried to stop his deliveries 
if he didn’t have a label on it. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was even a person who owned his own mp- 
chine? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. In order to finance this union, you sold these labels 
generally ? 

Mr. Suerry: Yes; we did. 

Mr. Kennepy. You didn’t have enough members in the union to 
finance the union, to finance the pickets, so you would sell these labels? 

Mr. Suerry. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. All the operators, in order to get the servicing, this 
help and assistance from the union, had to have a label on their ma- 
chines ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir; they did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Originally they would get fewer labels than they had 
machines ? 

Mr. Suerry. They would tear them in four pieces and put them on 
four machines. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just put them on a few machines? 

Mr. Suerry. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. But then you wised up to that so you made them 
submit a list of their locations ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Therefore, they would have to have labels on all 
their machines? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much did you charge for the labels? 

Mr. Suerry. Twenty-five cents per label per quarter, and then we 
raised it to 10 cents per label per quarter. In other words, the label 
covered 3 months. 

Mr. Kennepy. When the union was originally set up, the associa- 
tion members and the union members were one and the same? 

Mr. Suerry. They were, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was at the same meeting that the officers for the 
association were selected as the officers for the union were selected? 

Mr. Suerry. No, sir. The officers for the union were selected via 
an election that was held by the international man. 

To begin with, before local 1052 was established, that is true. The 
people in Local 11, IBEW, were also the powers that were in the 
SCMOA. 

Mr. Kennepy. But if the meeting was not one and the same, the 
individuals who made up the association, the employers, were the 
same as the people who made up the union ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were then elected as the leader ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was your official position ? 

Mr. Suerry. Business manager. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you were the one who operated, who made this 
whole arrangement ? 
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Mr. Suerry. I did. ; ; 

Mr. Kennepy. As you say, looking back on it now, you feel it was 
an improper way to handle the labor-management relations? 

Mr. Suerry. Improper. 

Mr. Kennepy. The local actually stopped selling labels in about 
February of 1952 because the Los Angeles Central Labor Council 
brought pressure to bear and refused to recognize the picket line; is 
that right ? ; 

Mr. Suerry. Right, sir. ; 

Mr. Kennepy. There are situations I want to discuss with you. 
There were attempts, were there not, of hoodlums and gangsters to 
take over this union? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

(At this point Senator Mundt left the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to discuss some of those. 

You had some relationship with a man by the name of Sugar Joe 
Peskin ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we are going to be discussing some 
people now. Their names appear on this mimeographed sheet, which 
might be of help and assistance to the committee in following the 

ring. 
== I believe these have already been distributed to 
the press. a 

Mr, Kennepy. Can we have it made an exhibit ? 

The Cuarman. It will be exhibit No. 64 for reference. 

(List referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 64” for reference, and 
may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

he Cuarrman. I understand that the fact that a person’s name 
is on here does not mean that there is something Se to be 
testified to about him, but it is simply an aid in identifying him if 
his name is mentioned. 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to discuss with you the four incidents in 
connection with gangsters and hoodlums to take over this industry 


through your union. One of the first was an effort made by Sugar 
Joe Peskin; is that right ? 


Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know who he was? 

Mr. Suerry. Not at the time; I did later. 

Mr. Kennepy. Tell us what contacts you had with him ? 

Mr. Suerry. Well, shortly after the local union was granted the 
charter—when I say “shortly,” Mr. Kennedy, I am not sure whether 
it was 2, 3, 5, or 6 months—but along about that period a man came 
to us and introduced himself as Joe Peskin, that he was from Chicago. 
He represented AMI or had AMI machines—that is a better way to 
putit. He wanted to join the union. 

He stated he was going to operate in the Los Angeles metropolitan 
area to begin with, and then spread out. We were to take him into 
the union, and each one of our union members were to pledge to buy 


oa AMI’s per month. We didn’t take him in. At least, I told 
im—— 
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The Cuarrman. What is AMI? 

Mr. Suerry. That is a music machine, a coin-operated jukebox 
That is one of the manufacturers. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he attempt to put pressure on you at that time? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. Mr. Kennedy, there were two separate little 
meetings with Joe Peskin. He came in first of all to me and mad 
his proposition, and we turned it down. At least I turned it down, 
So he insisted upon meeting with the executive board. <A meetin 
was set up. He came in to the executive board. He stayed about § 
minutes. 

Once again he gave them an ultimatum that they would buy thes 
machines, and the ultimatum was that if they didn’t, and if we didn’t 
permit him to join the union, he would really create havoe in oy 
territory, what we considered our territory. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you find out then anything about Sugar Joe 
Peskin ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes. The executive board members then told me who 
he was, that he had been in Chicago. 

Mr. Kennepy. May I just give a little of his background, Mr. 
Chairman ? 

The Cuatrman. Who did they tell you he was, first ? 

Mr. Suerry. They told me he was the man that furnished the 
sugar to Capone during the prohibition era. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is how he got the name Sugar Joe. 

Mr. Suerry. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1923 he was arrested, convicted and sentenced 
to 20 days in jail for the possession and sale of liquors. In February 
1931 he was charged with violation of the National Prohibition Act, 

On February 16, 1933, he was indicted for possessing and manv- 
facturing intoxicating liquors. Dispositions of both of these cases 
are unknown. During prohibition he was a wholesale grocer doing 
business as the J. P. Food Distributors, Inc., of Chicago. He sold 
over $1 million worth of corn sugar to the alcohol stills belonging 
to the Al Capone mob. It was from this activity that he gained the 
name of Sugar Joe. 

He later owned the Universal Automatic Music Co., a jukebox 
operator, and became a power in the Illinois Phonograph Owners 
Association, which acted in collusion with Local 134 of the IBEW, 
which we developed during the course of the hearings that we have 
held earlier. 

In 1941 he was arrested in connection with the beating of a former 
employee who attempted to start his own business. It was a juke- 
box business. This employee tried to start his own jukebox business. 
Peskin stated to the court at that time, “Judge, if I did, I’d tell you. 
This thing is bum publicity for me and no good for the industry. 
These men worked for me and did take some jukebox spots away 
from me. This is not allowed by the union, and with the union’s help 
I have gotten all but 5 of the 50 spots they took,” indicating the situa- 
tion as far back as the early 1940’s. 

In the summer of 1948 accompanied by Greasy Thumb Guzik’s 
son-in-law, Frank Barnett, Peskin went to Los Angeles. On August 
1, 1948, he formed the J. Peskin Distributing Co. at 2663-67 West 
Pico Boulevard, franchised distributor for the AMI jukeboxes 
“alifornia and Nevada. 
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The Cuarrman. Did you know about that? 

Mr. Suerry. I knew his address was up on Pico. I didn’t know 
exactly where it was. 

The Cuarrman. You knew he formed that company, did you? 

Mr. Suerry. No, I didn’t know any particular company, Senator. 

The CuarrMAn. But you knew he was representing this distributing 

ency ! 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir, I knew he was representing them, because he 
insisted we take AMI’s, so he must have been representing them. 

Mr. Kennepy. Once again, Mr. Chairman, it shows the big com- 
panies using people with these criminal backgrounds in order to get 
their machines distributed. 

What. was the fina] disposition of that? When you wouldn’t let 
him in there, he tied up with the Teamsters Union ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. You see, he appeared with a man by the 
name of Jaffe at the Board. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is Jatfe’s first name? 

Mr. Suerry. I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. J-a-f-f-e, a former strongarm man for the Chicago 
Tavern Association, Mr. Chairman, who also came out of Chicago, and 
who has a police record. 

Mr. Suerny. At any rate, we turned him down. We didn’t accept 
him. So he went over and joined the Teamsters. When he joined 
the Teamsters, they began to raid all of the IBEW locations, so we 
put pickets on the Teamsters building. 

Mr. Kennepy. What Teamster union was that? 

Mr. Suerry. 396 of the International Brotherhood of Teamsters, 
run by Frank Matula, Jr. He was in the Teamster building with all 
the other Teamster locals, and we placed pickets on their building and 
kept them there for 9 months. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did that picketing go? Was that successful ? 

Mr. Suerry. No,sir. We ran out of money. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did it go at the beginning? What kind of 
pickets did you have? 

Mr. Suerry. We put 21 men on. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is when you were picketing the Teamsters 
headquarters ? 

Mr. Suerry. The Teamsters headquarters. We put 21 men on the 
first day. The next day the Teamsters put an equal number in be- 
hind each one of our pickets with spikes in their shoes. They ripped 
our men’s legs and sent most of them to the hospital. So we re- 

laced those in a short time with girls. We put a lot of girls on. 

hen they dated the girls on and took them out to lunch until finally 
we ended up with ladies 55 to 60. We kept them on and they didn’t 
bother them. They didn’t take them to lunch. 

Mr. Kennepy. So that was successful ? 

Mr. Suerry. No, it was not. 

Mr. Kennepy. At least you were able to keep your pickets on the 
picket line. 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that went on for some 9 months? 

Mr. Suerry. Nine months, yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you ran out of money? 

Mr. Suerry. That is right. 
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Mr. Kennepy. So local 396 then took over ? 

Mr. Suerry. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have already had testimony re. 
garding the activities of Mr. Frank Matula, Mr. Matula being the 
one who controlled the cartage industry in the Los Angeles area on 
behalf of certain selected cartage companies. 

_ He was the one who had made this arrangement with Peskin back 
‘in 1948 in connection with the juke boxes. 

Mr. Suerry. That is right; yes, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy How long did Peskin stay out there, or remain jn 
‘Oalifornia ? 

Mr. Suerry. I don’t know, Mr. Kennedy, sincerely how long he did 
stay. We had plenty of troubles of our own in the union and we 
weren’t watching Peskin. 

. Kennepy. Was there any other attempt to take over your 
union ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes. There was an attempt one time when six men 
walked into the union office, and pulled a .45, and told me that Mickey 
Cohen had said that he was taking over, I was to step out of the union. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you say? 

Mr. Suerry. Well, I was sick, so it didn’t matter much one way or 
another to me. So I told him to use the gun. But they didn’t. I 

_didn’t hear any more about them. 

Mr. Kennepy. They just walked in and said that? 

Mr. Suerry. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you said you refused to give up your position, 
to go ahead and shoot you? 

Mr. Suerry. That is right, I did, Mr. Kennedy. But it is also 
equally true that many times when things are done in Los Angeles, if 
someone wants to impress you, they will say it is from Mickey Cohen, 
whether it is or not. 

Mr. Kennepy. You don’t know personally ? 

Mr. Suerry. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had no direct connection with Mr. Mickey Cohen 
yourself ? 

Mr. Surrry. No, sir, I did not. I didn’t meet him until yesterday 
in the corridor here. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was his name used at another time? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, his name was used at another time. We had sev- 
eral cases in court against the Teamsters. Once again it was money 
troubles. We couldn’t maintain an attorney. So a Jack Fox con- 
tacted me, and would arrange for us to get a good attorney, a fellow 
by the name of Glen Lane, attorney in Los Angeles. 

Mr. Kennepy. Jack Fox also came out of Chicago, did he not? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, he told me he came from Chicago. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had you understood, or did you learn later, that 
he was a member of the syndicate in Chicago? 

Mr. Suerry. I don’t know about a syndicate part, but he told us 
that he was connected with the delicatessen people in Chicago. ___ 

Mr. Kennepy. I am talking about the underworld figures in Chi- 
cago. Did he tel] you or indicate to you that he had been connected 
with some of the people who were remnants of the Al Capone group! 

Mr. Suerry. Not only to me, but he made the statement to the entire 
membership, to impress them. 
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Mr. Kennepy. That he had these contacts and connections? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he tell you specifically about the delica- 

ssen ¢ 
nT Suerry. That he could show us how to organize it the way 
they did the delicatessen people there, a pipe wrapped in a newspaper. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is the way they operated in Chicago? 

Mr. Suerry. Evidently. That statement was made publicly to the 
membership. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he said that he could employ the same methods 
for organizing for you in the Los Angeles area? 

Mr. Suerry. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was your answer to that ? 

Mr. Suerry. Well, we didn’t go for the organizing, but he brought 
a man by the name of Larry DiCaro. It was a package deal to us. 
Larry DiCaro was to go out and organize for us, bring us in members, 
and at the same time he would get us Glen Lane to fight the Teams- 
ters in court. 

Mr. Kennepy. He would get who? 

Mr. Suerry. Glen Lane. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who is Glen Lane? 

Mr. Suerry. Glen Lane is an attorney in Los Angeles. He was 
taking our cases into court. We had three or four of them there. 
It wound up with Jack l’ox staying in the oflice there for 2 or 3 weeks, 
and it finally wound up in this way: That Mr. Lane, supposedly, had 
made the statement, and that had come supposedly from Mickey 
Cohen at a pool conference, a swimming pool conference. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are going to have to explain that a little bit. 
When Fox came in, and offered this sort of package deal, he was 
going to give you Larry DiCaro and put him on the payroll? 

Mr. Suerry. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Larry DiCaro was put on the payroll? 

Mr. Suerry. He was. 

Mr. Kennepy. He had a number of underworld connections, did 
he not ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. In fact, he was an associate of Sica? 

Mr. Suerry. That we didn’t know, sir, and I didn’t know it until 
this minute. 

Mr. Kennepy. The package deal was Larry DiCaro going on the 
payroll. Then you had this lawyer who was going to be able to ar- 
range for you to win these cases; 1s that right? 

Mr. Surry. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And in back of this whole arrangement was sup- 
posed to have been Mickey Cohen? 


Mr. Suerry. It was supposed to have been made by Mickey Cohen 
at a poolside conference. 


sont Kennepy. Who related to you that this decision had been 
ef 


Mr. Suerry. Jack Fox. 
Mr. Kennepy. He said that he had the backing of Mickey Cohen, 
that they had arranged this, Mickey Cohen and himself at this con- 
ference, and this was what was going to happen? 
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Mr. Suerry. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You went into that so far as hiring Lawrence Dj- 
Caro, who is also known as Greaseball, and Bianco, is he not? 

Mr. Suerry. We never knew it. This is the first I ever heard of it, 
Incidentally, Mr. Kennedy, DiCaro was put on the payroll in this 
manner: The union was very poor, so DiCaro was paid according to 
the members he brought in, actually a commission deal. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did that work out ¢ 

Mr. Suerry. We had to let him go for the simple reason that Fox 
gave us an ultimatum, and the ultimatum was that he and Glen Lane, 
the attorney, had decided that Fox was to come in there and take over 
the union, or at least be in there on an equal basis, or Lane would 
drop our cases in court, which he did do, because we wouldn’t accept 
Fox and we immediately discharged, fired DiCaro. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know he had been involved in organizing 
the delicatessen and barber shops? 

Mr. Suerry. He told us he had—no. I thought you were referring 
to Fox. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just Fox? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You didn’t know about the organizing work of 
DiCaro ? 

Mr. Suerry. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was three incidents. The fourth was when 
you went to San Diego. Would you relate that to the committee? 

Mr. Suerry. That I would rather not relate to the committee. 

I made a trip down to San Diego to organize, and on a particular 
day when I arrived down there I registered at the U. S. Grant Hotel. 
I called two or three of the operators in the afternoon to let them 
know that we would hold a meeting, either that day—pardon, either 
the next day or the day after. We hadn’t quite made the decision 
what day it would be. 

Mr. Kennepy. What year is this? 

Mr. Suerry. This would be 1951. This particular meeting I am 
referring to down there was a meeting that we were going to call the 
operators together to attempt to organize them. We had been in- 
structed by our international representative, Les Morrell, to do so. 

Well, I registered at the Grant Hotel and had called several of the 
operators. I went to bed, I guess, along about 9 or 9:30. I was in 
bed a while. It was around midnight when the telephone rang. I 
got up and answered the phone and I was instructed to come down 
to the Brass Rail and talk to Frank—I can’t say the name—Bompen- 
siero. I declined because I was in bed. I was told I had better not 
decline, that I had better come down and come down right away, which 
I did. 

I went down to the Brass Rail. It was either the street right 
opposite the Grant or the next one over. At any rate, I went over 
there. I got over there about 12:30. I was taken upstairs to a little 
room that was made from the lobby of a bar. That was the Brass Rail 
bar. And there were seven or eight people around there, big people, 
and Iamalittleman. They informed me that I could not come into 
San Diego and organize unless they were cut in 50-50. 

The CHarrman. What were you going to organize there? 
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Mr. Suerry. I was going to organize these operators into the union, 
bring them into local 1052 as members. ae. 

The CHarrMAN. That wasn’t a business association? That was a 
labor union ? 

Mr. Suerry. This wasa labor union I am referring to. 

The CHarrMAN. 1052. Allright. Go ahead. 

Mr. Suerry. The conversation went about like this: I told Frank 
Bompensiero that he looked like a pretty smart man, he must know that 
a Jabor union couldn’t do anything like that. We had to send per 
capita tax into the International, that there would be no way of 
splitting that if we wanted to; that we would go ahead with the 
organizing. 

hey warned me not to, and I left. 

The next day I called several of the operators. I was going to hold 
the meeting that day, but several that I wanted to reach I couldn’t 
reach, so we put it off. We put the word out that we would hold it 
thenext day, I think at 3 or 3:30. 

But that night, the night before the meeting, several of the operators 
came up to the room, in two’s and three’s, to talk to me. 

Finally about 9:30 the last one left. Then about 45 minutes later, 
arap came at the door and there was three big, I would say, Italians. 

The Cuarrman. Big what? 

Mr. Suerry. Italians, I would say their nationality was, big men. 
They came in, and once again there was a gun brought into evidence. 
[told them they wouldn’t dare use the gun because it would be heard 
all over the hotel. 

So one of them pulled a knife and said, “No, we don’t intend to use 
the gun, Sherry.” 

ith that they manhandled me a little. They had a hammer, and 
they had a large object. They took my clothes off, inserted the object, 
iaeed the hammer and handle, at which time I passed out. 

Mr. Kennepy. This was a cucumber? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir, it was. 

Mr. Kennepy. A large cucumber? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. And about 6:30 in the morning I came to. 
Iwas laying on the floor. I had laid there all night, in a pool of blood. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had been knocked unconscious and you were in 
a pool of blood ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes. So I called my doctor. They were going to send 
an ambulance down. 

Naturally, I canceled the meeting, but I drove back. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know what had happened to you then? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes. I had a good idea what happened, because I 
could feel excruciating pain in my body. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know what they had inserted at that time ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes. I saw it before they inserted it. 

The Cuatrman. Did they tell you they were going to insert it? 

Mr. Snerry. Yes. They told me exactly what they were going to 
do, and they did it. They told me now I would reconsider before I 
went ahead with any organizing plans without taking them into it. 
That was not the end of Frank Bompensiero. 
hee Kennepy. Tell us what happened toyou. Did youstart driving 
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Mr. Suerry. Yes. I drove back. My doctor told me not to driye 
in that condition, that he would send an ambulance down. I phoned 
to the family doctor, which was up there in Alhambra, actuate In- 
stead of waiting for the ambulance, I drove back, drove to his office, 
He got me over to the Huntington Memorial Hospital in a hurry and 
they operated. That was it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there any talk about your going back again? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes. Frank Bompensiero sent a couple of telegrams 
up to the local union, insisting that, in the first telegram, that if we 
came down to organize, he would insist that he go in 50-50. Then he 
sent another telegram to the local stating that he would come up to 
talk the matter over, but he never arrived. That was the end of jt, 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever go back? 

i a Suerry. No, sir. The executive board insisted that I not go 
ack. 

The Cuarman. Are they still unorganized ? 

Mr. Suerry. No, sir. The Teamsters have them down there. 

The CuHarmman. The Teamsters have them ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Bompensiero is now in the penitentiary. He 
had nine arrests for charges, including violation of the State poison 
act, National Prohibition Act, kidnaping and murder, conspiracy, 
common gambling, possession of firearms after conviction, conspiracy 
to ask or receive bribes by public officers. , 

He had three convictions, 1930 for the Wright Act, in which he was 
fined $50; 1931 for the National Prohibition Act, 13 months at McNeil 
Island on four counts, and 3 years in the Federal penitentiary, sus- 
pended sentence; 1955, conspiracy to ask or receive bribe by public 
office, a six month to 14 years, a sentence he is presently serving. 

The CHatmrMan. He was not a member of any union, was he? 

Mr. Suerry. Not tomy knowledge, sir. 

The Cuamman. What was he, just a common thug or gangster! 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. He had, I believe, a little association down 
there. At least he was reputed to own about nine taverns and control 
41. 

The CHarrMAN. He was a businessman ? 

Mr. Suerry. He was a businessman. 

Senator Carenart. Did you know the three men that attacked you 
in the hotel that night? 

Mr. Suerry. No. sir; I did not. 

Senator CaprHart. You did not know any one of the three? 

Mr. Surrry. No, sir. I didn’t even recognize them as being any 
of the group I had seen that one night. They may have been there, 
but I didn’t recognize them. 

Senator Carenart. You didn’t recognize any of them ? 

Mr. Suerry. Definitely not, sir. 

Senator Carprnart. None of them were ever arrested ? 

Mr. Suerry. No, sir. In fact, I didn’t even report the matter to the 
police. I was too ashamed of it. 

Senator Carrnart. You did not. You didn’t know any of them! 

Mr. Suerry. No, sir; I didn’t know any of them. 

Senator Carruarr. What business were you in before you became 
business manager for this union ? 
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Mr. Suerry. Well, I was immediately prior to that manufacturing 
coin-operated radios for motels and hotels. 

Senator CapeHART. You were a businessman ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Isthere anything further? 

What do you do now? 

Mr. Suerry. I am selling real estate, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You are out of the union business ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. The union closed on January 15, 1953, and 
it was left for the Teamsters and the Teamsters have since taken 
everything. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was after the strike against the Teamsters was 
unsuccessful ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. The IBEW came in and lifted your charter ? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And turned the jurisdiction over to the Teamsters? 

Mr. Suerry. Well, they didn’t exactly turn it over. They left it 
for anyone who would take it. 

Mr. Kennepy. The Teamsters now have it? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is the situation as you know it today similar to what 
you have described ? 

Mr. Suerry. It is much worse, sir. Very sincerely, Mr. Kennedy, 
we cleaned up the area a great deal. We had a pretty good operation 
there, and we didn’t have any known hoodlums in our local. It was 

retty clear. But things have gone back to where they were now, 
Faaso told. 

Mr. Kennepy. Your method of procedure was hardly a proper one. 

Mr. Suerry. It was wrong. I will agree there. But nevertheless, 
it was an evil that did some good. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they indicate to you in San Diego what would 
happen to you if you came back a second time? 

Mr. Suerry. Yes. I was used to hearing that. Several of them 
threatened to kill me. But I guess my hearing was bad. 

Mr. Kennepy. No. After they inserted the cucumber, did they in- 
dicate what would happen to you? Was there any discussion of a 
watermelon if you came back? 

Mr. Suerry. No, sir; not tomy knowledge. 

Mr. Kennepy. There was no discussion about that ? 

Mr. Srerry. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. You haven't been in the labor movement since 1953? 

Mr. Suerry. No, sir. Iam very happy not to be. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any other questions ? 

If not, thank you very much. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Vaughn. 

The Cuatrman. Be sworn, sir. 

You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give before this Sen- 
ate Select Committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Vaueun. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF THOMAS A. VAUGHN, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEI, 
EMIL N. LEVIN 


The Caarman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation, please, sir. 


Mr. Vaucun. My name is Tom Vaughn. I live in New Orleans, La, 

The CHarrman. Where ? 

Mr. Vaucun. New Orleans. And Iam president of the New Orleans 
Cigarette Service Corp. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, sir. You have counsel ¢ 

Mr. Vaucun. I do, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Counsel, identify yourself for the record. 

Mr. Levin. Emil Levin, 31 South Clark, Chicago. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy:. Mr. Vaughn, prior to World War IT you were in 
the insurance business in Delaware; is that right? 

Mr. Vaueun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And during the war you worked in the Office of 
Civil Defense, Washington, D.C., as Acting Deputy Director? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And in Chicago, I1., as Civilian Mobilization Ad- 
visor ? 

Mr. Vaueun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1944 you became associate director of the Na- 
tional Automatic Merchandising Association of Chicago? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And while there, you became friendly with Mr, 
George Seedman; is that right? 

Mr, Vaueun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was then an officer and director of the Rowe 
Corp. in New York City? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. In March 1946, you went to New Orleans, and pur- 
chased your present minority interest in the New Orleans Cigarette 
Service Corp.; is that right? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you purchased that interest from the Rowe 
Cigarette Service? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Which was a subsidiary of the Rowe Corp.; is that 
right? 

fr. VaucHn. Well, Rowe Corp.—Rowe Cigarette Service later be- 
came Rowe Corp. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then in partnership with Rowe, you operate ciga- 


rette vending machine companies in Lafayette and Baton Rouge, La., 
at the present time? 


Mr. Vaucun. That is right, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. At the National Automatic Merchandisers Associ- 


ation convention—you attended that—which was held in Philadelphia 
on October 10, 1957 





Mr. Vauaun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. At that time did you speak with Mr. Harold Roth 
of the National Vendors Corp. ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. That is a major company, is it not, the National 
Vendors ? 

Mr. VAucuHNn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. One of the biggest in the country ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. They distribute what? 

Mr. Vaueun. Cigarette merchandising machines, principally. 

Mr. Kennepy. At that time, Harold Roth mentioned George Seed- 
man, who had been a friend of yours, of the Rowe Co., who was then 
stationed in Los Angeles. Did he complain about the tactics that 
Seedman had been using ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he say ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Well, he just said that George was aggravating him 
and that he was a little unhappy about it 

Mr. Kennepy. And that they were having some difficulties at that 
time ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. The two companies then ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And at the convention, you spoke to Seedman about 
it, did you not 4 

Mr. Vaueun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Seedman told you there was nothing to worry 
about ? 

Mr. Vauacun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You told him that you would help him if he felt 
that your help would be of assistance ¢ 

Mr, Vauacun. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Kennepy. On November 11, 1957, which you remember because 
it was your wedding anniversary, you had launch in New Orleans 
with Harold Roth ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was there on a business trip; is the right, sir? 

Mr. Vaueun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And at that time, it was once again mentioned that 
Seedman was causing some difficulty in Los Angeles? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. The struggle that was going on was men- 
tioned ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that Seedman had been taking locations from 
this company, from Roth? 

Mr. Vaueun. I think it was mutual sir. 

Mr, Kennepy. Each one had been taking locations? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who were the two companies that would be in- 
volved out there ? 

Mr. Vauceun. I believe it is Coast Cigarette Service, and that is 
Mr. Roth’s company, and Rowe Service, which is Mr. Seedman’s 
company. 

r. Kennepy. You then telephoned Seedman shortly afterwards 
and volunteered to go to Los Angeles to help him if he needed any 
assistance ? 

Mr. Vaucun. I did, sir. 








17284 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


Mr. Kennepy. He declined that offer at the time? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, he did, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Several days later, or within a short time, he did 
call you and ask you to come to Los Angeles? 

Mr. Vaueun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He wanted to discuss the whole matter with you; 
is that right? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. At that time, you indicated that you would bring 
Mr. Lou Angelo, who was your manager, with you? 

Mr. Vaucun. He is my sales manager in New Orleans; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You knew from reading in the newspapers that a 
man by the name of Babe McCoy was then in New Orleans? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you make arrangements to talk to Babe McCoy? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes. I sought an interview through mutual friends 
with Mr. McCoy. 

Mr. Kennepy. McCoy at that time was a disbarred fight manager? 

Mr. Vavucun. What his position was I don’t know at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you seek an interview with Mr. McCoy? 

Mr. Vaucun. Well, I knew I had friends who knew Mr. McCoy and 
I knew Mr. McCoy was from Los Angeles and probably, from what I 
read in the papers, well versed in the Los Angeles area. 

Mr. Kennepy. What do you mean, “well versed”? ‘The fact that 
he had these close associates with the underworld and he had been a 
disbarred fight manager ? 

Mr. Vaucun. I know nothing about that, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What kind of contacts did you think he had? 

Mr. Vaucun. Well, usually anyone who would be a matchmaker or 
en of fights probably would have a wide acquaintanceship with 

arrooms and taverns where cigarette machines are usually installed. 
; a Kennepy. Anyway, you arranged to meet with McCoy; is that 
right ¢ 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did McCoy indicate to you at that time? 

Mr. Vavucun. That he would be back in Los Angeles within the next 
few days, and that when I got there I should call him. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that he would help you if he could ? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then on November 17, 1957, you and Angelo flew 
to Los Angeles and checked into the Ambassador Hotel ? 

Mr. Vauceun. Correct, sir; that is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. On November 18, Seedman came to see you at the 
hotel, did he not ? 

Mr. Vaueun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he indicated to you that the Coast Co. had not 
been able to hurt them too much ? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he tell you that Coast had some 20 men out there 
that were working in the dispute that was going on ? 

Mr. Vaucun. I believe that came out at that time; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. These were all locations for cigarette machines, were 
they not? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes. 
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Mr. Kennepy. He said that they were getting some of Coast’s loca- 
tions and Coast in turn was getting some of their locations ¢ 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Angelo was going to help and assist in trying 
to get some of these locations back, get new locations ¢ 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then for the next few days you called on some of 
the locations to try to assist ¢ 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes,sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then on November 19 you called Babe McCoy and 
arranged to meet him the following morning at the Ambassador Hotel ? 

Mr. Vaueun. It was at the Mayan Hotel. I was living at the Am- 
bassador, but we made a breakfast date at the Mayan Hotel. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then on November 20 you and Seedman had break- 
fast with McCoy; is that right ? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he indicated to you that he might be able to 
help ? 

Mr. Vaucun. He said that he would do what he could, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you were in Seedman’s office on November 22 
when you talked to McCoy, who said he had something serious to tell 
you, and he wanted to talk to you again ¢ 

Mr. Vaueun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he told you that it couldn’t be discussed over the 
telephone ? 

Mr. Vauaun. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you should come to his apartment? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Youand Angelo visited McCoy at his apartment ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he tell you at that time? 

Mr. Vaucun. Well, he said that he had received a call from Mr. 
Michael Cohen. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Michael Cohen? Does he go by any other name? 

Mr. Vaueun. I think he is known by “Mickey.” Mickey Cohen or 
Michael Cohen. 

Mr. Kennepy. Go ahead. 

Mr. Vaucun. And Mr. Cohen asked him what his interest was in 
helping people in the cigarette business, and indicated that Mr. Cohen’s 
friend, Mr. Sica, had been offered a position by the competitive com- 
pany to help them. So Mr. McCoy responded that he had no interest 
in it whatsoever except to help me because of personal friends, and 
he suggested that Mr. Cohen sheekl come over to his apartment and 
meet me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that arranged then? 

Mr. VauGun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who suggested that he should come over to the 
apartment and meet you ? 

Mr. Vaueun. Well, I couldn’t answer on that directly, sir. I don’t 
know whether Mr. Cohen suggested he should come over or Mr. McCoy 
suggested he should come over. I wasn’t there. 

Mr. Kennepy. But Cohen indicated that he was interested in this 
business, and arrangements were made for him to meet with you; is 
that right ? j 
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Mr. Vaucun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So did you generally meet at McCoy’s apartment? 

Mr. VauGun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And it was that evening, was it? 

Mr. Vaucun. The same evening. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you relate what happened at that time? 

Mr. Vaueun. Well, Mr. Cohen and Mr. Sica came in. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who is Mr. Sica ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Mr. Sica, the first time that I had met him or the 
first time that I had met Mr. Cohen—I knew nothing about them. Of 
course, I knew Mr. Cohen by reputation, but I had never met him 
before that. Mr. Sica, I had never known up to that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Cohen and Sica came in ? 

Mr. Vaueun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did Cohen tell you at that time ? 

Mr. Vaueun. The substance of it was that Mr. Sica had been offered, 
I believe the amount was, $20,000 to work for Coast Cigarette Service 
in securing Mr. Seedman’s locations. 

Mr. Kennepy. Go ahead. 

Mr. Vaucun. And 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you tell him? 

Mr. Vaueun. I told him certainly—I said I knew him by reputation 
and that I certainly didn’t want him to go against my friend’s com- 
pany, and that it wasn’t that big a battle to begin with. 

I said it was just a competitive battle between two companies and 
I am sure it was nothing big enough for him to be interested in. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it indicated in his conversation that this was 
going to be a joint venture on the part of Sica and him to try to get 
locations for the Coast Co. 

Mr. Vaucun. I believe it would be this way, that he said that Mr. 
Sica had been offered the job, and that naturally, since Mr. Sica was 
a friend of his, that he would help him. 

Mr. Kennepy. But from your conversation with him, in which you 
stated, “I know your reputation, and I wouldn’t want somebody like 
you opposing me,” you indicated or knew that the opposition that was 
going to come was coming from Mickey Cohen, and not Fred Sica! 

Mr. Vaueun. That would be my assumption; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was the impression that he attempted to convey 
to you in the course of the conversation, or did convey to you in the 
course of the conversation ? 

Mr. Vaueun. I would say that is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So what was finally decided at that time? 

Mr. Vaueun. Well, I decided—he said—well, I asked for him to 
certainly give me a couple of days to think it over, that I was a friend 
of Mr. McCoy’s, and that he knew that, and that I wished he wouldn't 
do anything for a few days or make any decision until I had a few 
days to think it over. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he seem to know what the facts were in connec- 
tion with the matter ? 

Mr. Vaucun. He seemed to know all about the competitive battle 
very, very much, yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he mention, for instance, a particular account 
called Tony Naylor’s? 

Mr. Vaueun. He did, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And that was an account Mr. Seedman had taken 
awayfromCoast? = 

Mr. Vaueun. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there any discussion at that time about Tony 
Naylor’s? 

Mr. Vaucun. I asked Mr. Cohen if he could secure for Coast that 
Jocation again, if he thought he could, and Mr. Cohen replied, “I don’t 
think I could. I know that I could.” 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he say anything about Seedman—Mr. Cohen? 

Mr. Vaucun. He said only that he didn’t know Mr. Seedman, of 
course, and that he had heard that he was very friendly with the 
police officials in Los Angeles, and had Chief Parker’s picture in his 
office, or Mr. Hamilton’s picture in his office. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is Captain Hamilton ? 

Mr. Vaucun. I have never met either one of the gentlemen. 

Mr. Kennepy. But he indicated that Seedman had their pictures 
in his office, Captain Hamilton and Chief Parker? 

Mr. Vaucun. He so indicated; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that was another reason that he didn’t like 
Mr. Seedman ? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So ultimately you asked Cohen not to do anything 
right at that time? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he indicate that he would hold off? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes. The inference was that he would wait until 
he had a chance to think it over, yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That same night, November 22, you, Angelo Cohen 
and Sica went to dinner; is that right? 

Mr. Vaucun. I believe that is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. With Max Tannenbaum and others? 

Mr. Vavcun. There was a large party, sir. A large group. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then the following evening you went to dinner 
with him again? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was taking you all to dinner; is that right? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. No business was discussed on those two occasions? 

Mr. Vaucun. At no time, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. On Sunday evening, November 24, did you have 
some discussions with Mr. Seedman at the Ambassador Hotel? 

Mr. Vaueun. At what time, sir? 

Mr. Kennepy. Sunday morning, November 24, discussions with 
Mr. Seedman at the Ambassador Hotel? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you tell him then about your discussions with 
Mr. Cohen ? 

Mr. Vaueun. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you decide to do then? 

Mr. Vaucun. Mr. Seedman agreed with me that he felt Mr. Cohen 
was a power in southern California and he certainly didn’t want 
Mr. Cohen or Mr. Sica to interfere with this relatively small com- 
petitive battle that was going on, and that it would be much better 
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for the industry if they would remain neutral and take no part ip 
it whatsoever, either for or against us. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you talk about industry, you are talkin 
about your company, it would be much better for your company ¢ 

Mr. Vaveun. I think for the industry as a whole, too, sir, 

Mr. Kennepy. That is what you were thinking of! 

Mr. Vaucun. I would say so. I would say so. 

Mr. Kennepy. So what did you decide to do for the industry? 

Mr. Vaueun. Well, I am a former association man, as your record 
indicates, and I do think of the industry. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you decide to do then ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Well, we agreed that since Mr. Cohen told that Mr, 
Sica had been offered a fee for helping him, he probably would expeet 
a fee to stay neutral. 

We agreed to pay up to $5,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. To keep him neutral? 

Mr. Vaucun. To keep them neutral is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So did you meet with Mr. Cohen that evening? 

Mr. Vaueun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had dinner with him, on November 24 at LaRue 
Restaurant, did you not? 

Mr. Vaueun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then after dinner, as you were leaving, did you 
have a talk with him, with Mr. Cohen, a personal talk? 

Mr. Vaueun. Yes. We walked across the street together, and as 
I was going back to the hotel I asked him for a meeting with him, 
a luncheon meeting with him, for the next day. 

Mr. Kennepy. What conversation did you have with him then? 

Mr. Vavucun. He said he would be glad to meet me at my hotel, 
the Ambassador, around 2:30 for lunch. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then what did he say ? 

Mr. Vaucun. He said he had a call that day, and that he was 
offered $50,000, a contract for $50,000, I believe was the phraseology, 
to put Mr. Seedman’s lights out. 

Mr. Kennepy. To put Mr. Seedman’s lights out ? 

Mr. Vaueun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was your reaction to that ? 

Mr. Vaueun. I just thought it was very ridiculous. I didn’t think 
he meant it. I treated it very casually, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. The impression was—did he say it seriously? 

Mr. Vaueun. I would say that he wasn’t smiling; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He said that he had received a call and was offered 
a contract for $50,000 to put Mr. Seedman’s lights out ? 

Mr. Vavueun. That is exactly right, sir; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You are talking shone his business lights, I assume. 

Mr. Vaveun. I don’t know, sir. 

The Cuamman. You didn’t think he was going to put his eyes 
out. That wasn’t what you thought, was it? 

Mr. Vaueun. I didn’t take it seriously. I didn’t dwell on the point 
with him, Senator. 

The Cuartrman. I know, but you couldn’t help having some kind of 
a flash in your mind of what he meant by putting his lights out. What 
did you think he meant ? 
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Mr. Vaccun. Well, it didn’t sound like anything particularly pleas- 
ant. But I didn’t dwell on the point. I thought he couldn’t be serious. 

The CnatrMan. You thought he might put him out of business com- 
pletely, alive and otherwise ? | 

Mr. Vaucun. It could have meant that, Senator. 

The CuarrmMan. That is what you thought it meant; is that right? 

Mr. Vaucun. Well, as I said, Senator, I treated it very lightly. I 
didn’t dwell on the subject with Mr. Cohen, did not discuss it with 
him. 

The CuarrMan. You don’t treat threats of death too lightly, do you? 

Mr. Vaucun. Under the circumstances, all I can do is relate what 
happened. 

The CuarrMan. You were hoping it wasn’t true ? 

Mr. Vaucun. I said that that was ridiculous, that I know something 
like that couldn’t happen. 

Senator Ervin. Was this on Christmas Eve? 

Mr. VAueun. No, sir. It was on Sunday night. I don’t remember 
theexact date. It was the Sunday night after I arrived in Los Angeles. 

Senator Ervin. Just before Thanksgiving? 

Mr. Vaucun. It was the Sunday before Thanksgiving. 

Senator Ervin. It wasn’t the kind of conversation that you thought 
was very appropriate for that season of the year or any other season 
for that matter, was it ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Well, as I say, I didn’t pay a great deal of attention 
to it, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. I don’t want to belabor the point, but there was no 
question in your mind, was there, that what he had in mind was hav- 
ing Mr. Seedman killed ? 

Mr. Vaucun. That would be the inference that I drew, sir. 

Senator Ervin. I thought you were rather mild in your understate- 
ment. I would think that that was a serious business, myself. 

Mr. Vaucun. I was more concerned with the neutrality of the par- 
ties concerned than I was with anything else at that particular time. 

Mr. Kennepy. The neutrality of the parties? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. On Monday, November 25, you met in the French 
Room at the Ambassador Hotel with Cohen for lunch; is that right? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Sica was in and out of the room, and did he 
come there ? 

Mr. Vavueun. I believe so, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he present ? 

Mr. Vavcun. I was there on two consecutive luncheons with Mr. 
Cohen, on Monday and Tuesday, and I know on one of those two days 
Mr. Sica was in and out. 

Mr. Kennepy. So at that time, or anyway, you had lunch with 
Cohen ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy. And you started discussing this situation, the com- 
petition that was going on ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You said for the $20,000 Cohen was to secure from 
the company he would have to do some work; is that right? 
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Mr. Vavueun. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you would like to offer him a counter. 
proposition ? 

Mr. Vaueun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And at that time, you said what ? 

Mr. Vauceun. I offered him $5,000 just to forget that there was such 
a battle, and I offered it for Mr. Sica, and it was Mr. Cohen’s person 
I was talking to. 

Mr. Kennepy. You offered them $5,000 for Mr. Cohen and Mr. 
Sica to stay neutral ? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was his reaction to that ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Mr. Cohen said that that was ridiculous, that he 
could not ask Freddy to take $5,000 when he had been offered much 
more. 

Mr. Kennepy. So it was discussed what you might pay hin, or 
that he wanted $10,000 ? 

Mr. Vaueun. No. Mr. Cohen offered to loan me $5,000, so that 
at least $10,000 could be paid to Mr. Sica. 

Mr. Kennepy. So he wanted $10,000, and if you were stuck for the 
extra $5,000, he would be willing to loan you $5,000, so you could pay 
Mr. Sica $10,000 ? 

Mr. Vaueun. That was what he told me. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was your reaction to that? 

Mr. Vauceun. I said, “If you loan me $5,000 that would have to be 
paid back,” and so we talked about $10,000, and I said I don’t have 
enough money in our business to pay $10,000, and said I certainly 
couldn’t give you an answer to that, today. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you go back and then discuss it with Mr. 
Seedman ? 

Mr. Vaucun. I did, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And was it decided at that time that he should be 
given $5,000 and an I O U for another $5,000 ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, we agreed to give him $5,000 then, and then 
I gave him an oral I O U that I would pay him an additional $5,000 
within 90 days. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you agreed to pay him the $10,000? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. $5,000 in cash immediately, and $5,000 to come sub- 
sequently ? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That money was paid to him? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He received the $10,000 ? 

Mr. Vaueun. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I understand from counsel it will take a little while 
longer to conclude with this witness, and I don’t believe we can con- 
clude at this time, and it will be necessary to recess. 

Senator Carruarr. I have one question. What service did Mr. 
Cohen render for this $10,000 ? 

Mr. Vauauan. Noservice whatsoever, sir. 

Senator Capenartr. None whatsoever ? 
Mr. Vaucun. No, sir. 
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Senator Carenart. Did you know he was going to render no service 
when you gave it to him? 

Mr. Vaucun. That was the purpose, for neutrality. 

Senator Carenart. To keep him from doing anything? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right. 

The CHarrMAN. The committee will stand in recess until 2 o’clock. 

Members of the select committee present at the taking of the recess 

were Senators McClellan, Mundt, Ervin, Curtis, and Capehart.) 

(Whereupon, at 12:25 p.m., the committee recessed, to reconvene at 
2p.m., the same day.) 

AFTERNOON SESSION 


The select committee reconvened at 2 p.m. in the caucus room of 
the Senate Office Building, Senator John L. McClellan, presiding. 

The CHarrmMan. The committee will come to order. 

(Members of the select committee present at the convening of the 
afternoon session were Senators McClellan and Curtis.) 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Vaughn, will you resume the stand, please ? 


TESTIMONY OF THOMAS A. VAUGHN, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
EMIL N. LEVIN—Resumed 


The CHarrman. We will proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, we were up to November 26; you had the meet- 
ing at 2:30 with Mickey Cohen, and you had the agreement with Mr. 
Seedman that you would give him $3,000 in cash and a $5,000 I O U. 
That night, on November 26, you attended another of Mickey Cohen’s 
parties at the Rivioli, along with certain other people? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And no business was conducted at that time. 

On Wednesday, November 27, Seedman came to your room at the 
Ambassador Hotel and gave to you an unsealed envelope containing 
$5,000 in cash ? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was on Wednesday, November 27; is that not 
right ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You and Seedman then met Cohen and Sica for 
lunch at the Brown Derby ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. On the same day ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then you discussed some general matters and 
then the question of the $5,000 came up and would you relate to the 
committee what happened ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Well, I just said I had it with me and Mr. Cohen said, 
“Give it to Mr. Sica,” which I did, and that was all. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there anything about you raising a question as 
to whether you should give it to him there or under the table? 

Mr. Vauaun. Well, I said, “When do you want it?” And he said, 
“Right now,” and I just handed it across the table to him. 

a : ENNEDY. Had you expected that he would want it passed under 
the table ¢ 
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Mr. Vaueun. I didn’t know, sir, and I asked him when he wanted it, 

Mr. Krennepy. At that time it was also agreed that you would give 
another $5,000 to Sica and Cohen in March of 1958 ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That package just had $5,000 in it ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was to have Mr. Cohen and Mr. Sica remain 
neutral in the fight between the vending machine companies? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, you returned to New Orleans the following day, 
November 28; is that right? 

Mr. Vavueun. I flew that night, sir, and I got in in the morning, 

Mr. Kennepy. You got back to New Orleans on November 28? 

Mr. Vaueun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had you informed Mr. Arthur Gluck, who was tne 
head of the Rowe Co. in New York, as to the situation ? 

Mr. Vaucun. No; I would have to say that I hadn't. 

He knew that I was there, but we never discussed any of the details 
other than the battle, and so forth. I may have told him, or the 
answer is “No.” 

Mr. Kennepy. You told him that you had to make some arrange- 
ments with Mickey Cohen and Sica, did you not ? 

Mr. Vaucun. No; I didn’t say that to him, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You didn’t say anything like that to him? 

Mr. Vaueun. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you subsequently tell him ? 

Mr. Vaucun. After it was all over, he knew the details. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he say to you at that time ? 

Mr. Vaueun. Hesaid I was stupid. 

Mr. Kennepy. Anything else? 

Mr. Vaueun. That was all. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he say that was the best you could do? 

Mr. Vaucun. He gave me credit for making the best decision at that 
particular time, and he said he felt that was the thing to do. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, let me see, you were in New Grteune from No- 
vember 28 to December 8; is that right ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. During that period of time, you received a telephone 
call from Mickey Cohen ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that telephone call came to you at what time of 
the day ? 

Mr. Vaucun. It was in the middle of the night, in New Orleans, 
and it was probably 3 o’clock in the morning, or 2 to 3 o’clock in the 
morning in New Orleans. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did Mr. Cohen tell you then ? 

Mr. Vaucun. He said something very important had developed, 
and that he felt that he didn’t want to bother Mr. Seedman at his 
home, but I should call him and tell him to call Mr. Cohen at a certain 
telephone number. 

Mr. Kennepy. He said all hell was breaking loose ? 

Mr. Vaueun. Words to that effect; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he mention to you the work of a private 
investigator ? 
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Mr. Vaucun. I don’t believe anybody’s name was mentioned, but 
I think it was a question of recordings being mentioned. 

Mr. Kennepy. Recordings ? 

Mr. Vaueun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Some recordings being made, and that he wanted 
to get in touch with you about this right away ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir; it was with Mr. Gebitendi right away. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you then put a call in to Mr. Seedman? 

Mr. Vaucun. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you told him to get in touch with Mr. Cohen? 

Mr. Vaueun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Seedman subsequently report to you that he 
had heard some recordings that had been made by a private 
investigator ¢ 

Mr. Vaucun. Hetold me that he heard them; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He heard them in the company of Mickey Cohen? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And what did he say? What did he report to you 
about the recordings? 

Mr. Vaucun. He said they were unintelligible and he could not 
distinguish the conversation, and it seemed to be of no value 
whatsoever. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, the location war between the Coast and the 
Rowe Co. continued ; is that right? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you went back to Los Angeles on December 8 ? 

Mr. VAuGHN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. We will come back to these recordings in a few 
moments, but I want to bring it up to the proper time. 

You checked into the Beverly Hills Hotel and you stayed there 
until December 14, 1957; is that right? 

Mr. Vaucun. From Sunday night to Saturday morning, and I be- 
lieve those were the dates, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. During that period of December 8 through Decem- 
ber 14, you were in contact with Cohen and Sica on occasions socially, 
and then Mr. Cohen visited your room at the hotel, did he not? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Quite frequently during that period of time? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was just social visits? 

Mr, Vaueun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then around December 11, you, without contacting 
Mr. Seedman, contacted the head of the Coast Co., Mr. Carr, and 
~ oop ending the battle for locations? 

r. VaucHN. Well, I knew that a meeting had already been set for 
Wednesday, and I was just trying to anticipate in advance that there 
would be no difficulties in reaching arbitration. 

Mr, Kennepy. So there was an agreement made, that arose out of 
your efforts ? 

Narra I wouldn’t say it was out of my efforts, but I was 
. Kennepy. You were helpful ? 
Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 











17294 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


Mr. Kennepy. And the agreement was that each side would cease 
offering unduly high commissions to locations; and two, each would 
retain the locations they had and were servicing; and three, each 
would refrain from taking the others’ locations; and four, each 
would in the future engage in only “normal competition.” 

Mr. Vaueun. I don’t know that phase of it, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that generally along those lines? 

Mr. Vauaun. I knew both companies were losing money in all of 
their transactions and they were just going to stop doing all of these 
things that they were losing money on. 

Mr. Kennepy. These were the sort of things causing the difficulty 
between the companies ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Some of those things; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there anything that I mentioned that wasn’t 
causing difficulty ? 

Mr. Vaueun. I didn’t get them, and I didn’t get them all. 

Mr. Kennepy. But generally you were going to stop this jumping 
of locations ? 

Mr. Vaucun. I was going to bea third party. 

Mr. Kennepy. The twocompanies were going to stop ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the war was going to cease? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then somewhere between December 11 and 
December 12, that agreement was made? 

Mr. Vaueun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Between the two companies? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. About this time did Mr. Cohen come to you about 
paying for these recordings, and for the price of hearing these re- 
cordings? Did he come to you in connection with that ? 

Mr. Vaueun. Yes, he did, sir. He mentioned it to me and I don’t 
think that he made a specific trip for that, but he did tell me that 
in the course of conversations. 

Mr. Kennepy. That you should pay for the fact that Mr. Seedman 
heard the recordings ? 

Mr. Vaucun. He felt that Mr. Otash should be reimbursed for 
letting Mr. Seedman hear the recordings. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much did he want for that ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Now, this is an item that I completely forgot about 
until last week, and so much had happened, but to the best of my 
knowledge the amount was $1,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where did you get that? Did you agree then to 
pay Cohen $1,000 for Mr. Seedman hearing these recordings which 
were unintelligible? 

Mr. Vavueun. I discussed it with Mr. Seedman, of course, and the 
money that was spent was Mr. Seedman’s and his company’s money, 
and I naturally would discuss it with him. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he say? 

Mr. Vavuenn. He said, well, since the whole thing was over with, 
probably rather than antagonize anybody, even though the record- 
ings were worthless, the money should be paid. 

Mr. Kennepy. So did you give Mr. Cohen the $1,000? 
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Mr. Vaucun. To the best of my recollection ; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is the question ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Did I give him the money ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Is there any question in your mind that you gave 
him the $1,000? 

Mr. Vaucun. There is an area, and I was talking to one of your 
staff members, there is an area of doubt there, but that is why I say 
to the best of my knowledge I gave it to him. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is the area of doubt on the question of whether 
you gave him any money or the amount of money ? 

Mr. Vauaun. The amount of money. 

Mr. Kennepy. You gave him some money and you don’t know, 
or you believe it was $1,000, but it could have been $500? 

Mr. Vaueun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. But your best recollection is that you paid him 
$1,000 ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You know that you did pay him? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was present at the time that you gave the 
$1,000 or whatever amount it might have been, which we will call 
$1,000, with the question that you have raised about it. Who was 
present at the time that you gave him this money ? 

Mr. Vaucun. To the best of my recollection, there were people in 
the living room of the suite, and I went with Mr. Cohen to the bed- 
room of the suite, and gave him the $1,000 at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Whose suite was that? 

Mr. Vaucun. It was my suite, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You called him in and gave him $1,000? 

Mr. VaueHAn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was this in an envelope or cash ? 

Mr. Vaucuan. To the best of my recollection, it was cash. 

Mr. Kennepy. In an envelope? 

Mr. VauGcHuan. No; just cash. 

Mr. Kennepy. In $100 bills? 

Mr. Vaucuan. To the best of my recollection ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you cash a check to get the $500 of the $1,000? 

Mr. VauGcuan. Yes, sir; I did, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that your own personal check ? 

Mr. VauGuan. No; it was a check of the Rowe Service Co. in Los 
Angeles. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where did you get the other $500 from ? 

Mr. Vaucuan. Well again, to the best of my recollection on this 
other $500 Mr. Seedman gave that to me at the same time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, did you ever meet the investigator who han- 
dled these recordings? 

Mr. Vauecuan. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was that? 

Mr. Vaucuan. Mr. Fred Otash. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any conversations with him about the 
recordings ? 

Mr. Vaucuan. No, not to my knowledge, we didn’t discuss that 

Mr. Kennepy. What were the recordings supposed to have been ? 
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Mr. Vaueuan. I didn’t hear them, and so I can’t say; it would be 
conjecture on my part, and I actually don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did Mr. Seedman report to you as to what 
the recordings were ? 

Mr. Vaucuan. He said they were unintelligible and he could not 
make them out. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell the committee why you paid $1,000 
to listen to unintelligible recordings, which you didn’t know anything 
about, and you didn’t know what they were supposed to be? 

Mr. VauGcuan. It is a very good question, and the only answer I 
can give to you on that was that we wanted to end the whole thing 
once and for all at that particular time. 

Mr. Kennepy. If anybody had come into the hotel room that day, 
and said, “I have a group of recordings in my box, and nobody can 
understand them, but I will let you listen to cheat for $1,000,” would 
you have done it ? 

Mr. Vaueuan. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you do it in this case? 

Mr. VAuGHN. Well, at the time that the recordings were offered 
to be hired, no one knew what they contained, that would be my best 
answer. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you found out what they contained, which was 
nothing. 

Mr. Vauecun. But I believe Mr. Cohen probably, or I would say 
made a commitment on that. 

Mr. Kennepy. You didn’t make a commitment? 

Mr. Vauaun. No; I made no commitment. 

Mr. Kennepy. If they didn’t contain aynthing, why did you pay 
him $1,000, Mr. Vaughn? 

Mr. Vavuceun. Only to end the thing, and Mr. Cohen suggested 
that Mr. Otash be reimbursed for letting Mr. Seedman hear the 
recordings. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you feel that because it was Mickey Cohen who 
made the suggestion, you should pay the $1,000? 

Mr. Vaucun. I would say it would have to have some bearing on 
it, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you didn’t give the money to Otash anyway. 
You gave it to Mickey Cohen. 

Mr. VAucun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You don’t know whether Mr. Otash received the 
money; do you? 

Mr. Vaueun. No, I don’t, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You just wanted peace; is that right? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you felt that Mickey Cohen could give it to 

ou? 
. Mr. Vaucun. No. I just didn’t want any—he had no part of it. 
We just didn’t want Mr. Cohen interfering with our business one 
way or the other. 

Mr. Kennepy. You thought if you didn’t pay him the $1,000, he 
could cause you some trouble? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, I don’t think that he would have caused trouble 
because of the $1,000, but rather, just to bring to an end the whole 
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thing, and if that is what it took to make him happy, then the $1,000 
at that moment was of small consequences. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that what it costs in Los Angeles to make Mickey 
Cohen happy—$1,000 ? 

Mr. Levin. Mr. Kennedy 

Mr. Kennepy. You can see why this point would be raised, do you 
not ? 

Mr. Vaucun. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. But that is how much you had to pay? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is what was paid; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any other financial dealings with Mr. 
Cohen ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Sometime during that second week Mr. Cohen called 
me and asked me to loan him $3,000 for a few days, which I agreed 
todo. And that same night his attorney came to my room and secured 
two checks totaling $3,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. His attorney was Mr. Edward Gritz? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He came to your room that night? 

Mr. VaucHn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you gave him two checks, one for $1,150 and 
one for $1,850? 

Mr. Vauaun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Each made payable to Michael Cohen? 

Mr. VauGun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. The checks were endorsed over as loan to Michael 
Cohen; is that right ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You drew those two checks against your personal 
account ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I present to you what purport to be photostatic 
copies of the two checks to which you have referred. I ask you to 
examine them and state if you identify them as such. 

(The documents were handed to the witness.) 

Mr. Vaucun. They are correct, Senator. 

The Cuarrman. They may be made exhibit No. 65. The smaller one 
will be No. 65 and the larger one will be 65—A. 

(Checks referred to were marked “Exhibits 65 and 65—A” for 
reference and will be found in the appendix on pp. 17681, 17682.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you loan $3,000 to Mickey Cohen? 

Mr. Vaueun. Well, in the back of my mind I guess one of the 
reasons was that I knew I had a commitment to him or Mr. Sica in 
March, and that if he didn’t pay me back that the $3,000 would be 
part of that $5,000 that had to be paid in March. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any conversation with him at the time 
you made the loan of $3,000 to that effect? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, not at the time the loan was made; no, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently you did? 

Mr. Vaucun. At the end, just before I left Los Angeles, I told Mr. 
— that that could be considered part of the $5,000 that I owed in 

arch. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was going to originally pay you back within a 
few days, but then it was arranged when you were leaving Los Angeles 
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that he would apply the $3,000 to the $5,000 that you were going to 
give him for remaining neutral, the second $5,000; is that right? 

Mr. Vaueun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was the last occasion on which you saw Mr, 
Cohen; is that right ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, that was the last occasion that I saw Mr. Cohen, 

Mr. Kennepy. You were subsequently repaid by a personal check 
for $3,000 from Mr. Seedman for that loan that you made to Mr, 
Cohen ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were paid that $3,000 on December 24, 1957? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He, in turn, was reimbursed by the Rowe Service 
Co. for that $3,000 ? 

Mr. Vaueun. That I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He will be a witness. 

Did Mr. Sica ever suggest—this was the colleague of Mr. Cohen 
who, incidentally, has 20 arrests and 7 convictions, and was going to 
remain neutral also—did he ever suggest that his son be placed 
on the payroll of the Rowe Co. ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Well, I was very fond of hisson. I thought he hada 
fine boy. I thought that he would make a good salesman. He did 
suggest it and I recommended him to Mr. Seedman. 

Mr. Kennepy. So was Fred Sica’s son placed on the payroll of the 
Rowe Co. ? 

Mr. Vaueun. It is my understanding that in late January he was 
placed on the payroll; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. This would be January of 1958; is that right? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long didheremain? Do you know? 

Mr. Vaucun. I believe a relatively short time, sir; under a month. 
That is my understanding. 

Mr. Kennepy. From January 18 until February 4; would that be 
correct ? 

Mr. Vavueun. I couldn’t talk as to dates on that, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know what salary he received ? 

Mr. Vauecun. No,sir; I do not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could we call an investigator on that matter Mr. 
Chairman? Mr. May. 

The Cuarrman. Come forward, Mr. May. You have not been sworn 
in this series of hearings have you ? 

Mr. May. No. I have not, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Be sworn. 

You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give before this Senate 
select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. May. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF WALTER R. MAY 


The CHairman. State your name, your place of residence, and 
your business or occupation. 

Mr. May. Walter R. May, Arlington, Mass., assistant: counsel for 
this committee. 
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The CHarrMAN. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. What do the payroll records of the Rowe Co. show 
as far as Jerry Sica is concerned ? 

Mr. May. The payroll records show that Jerry Sica received $300 
in salary and $103.15 in expenses for a period embracing 11 working 
days, a total of $408.15. 

r. KENNEDY. So it is $108—— 

Mr. May. $108. 

Mr. Kennepy. For expenses ? 

Mr. May. For expenses. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know why his employment was terminated ? 


TESTIMONY OF THOMAS A. VAUGHN, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
EMIL N. LEVIN—Resumed 


Mr. Vaucun. Mr. Seedman said he was not satisfactory, is my 
understanding. 

The CHarrman. What? 

Mr. Vaucun. That he was not satisfactory. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, his services were not satisfactory. 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right. 

The CHamman. He was discharged ? 

Mr. Vaucun. I believe that is right, sir. 

The Carman. Either that or you can say fired. 

Mr. Vaucun. I didn’t have anything to do with it, sir, so I couldn’t 
answer directly. 

Mr. Kennepy. In March of 1958, did you return to Los Angeles? 

Mr. VAuGHN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had you had a telephone conversation with Mickey 
Cohen prior to that time? 

Mr. VauGcun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was that in connection with? 

Mr. Vaucun. Well, I had this oral IOU due in March, and I said 
that I was coming out to Los Angeles to honor my obligation. Mr. 
Cohen said that he would not be in Los Angeles, but since the 
money was Mr. Sica’s, I should give it to him anyway. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you only owed now some $2,000 ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You paid $8,000? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you arrived in Los Angeles. Did you visit with 
Fred Sica ¢ 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And at that time you had dinner with him, and Nel- 
son Barrios, and Tony Giacoma; is that right? 

Mr. Vaucun. I don’t recall that Mr. Sica had dinner with us, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You all were not there together ? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did you see Mr. Sica then? You didn’t see 
him at diner at all ? 

Mr. Vaueun. I saw him that night. He came to the table where I 
was dining, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were dining with these other individuals? 
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Mr. Vaucun. These other two gentlemen; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What conversation did you have with him that 
night ? 

iar. VauGHN. Well, the result was that we went in to the bar and J 
handed Mr. Sica $2,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was in cash? 

Mr. VauGun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And how were you reimbursed for that money? 

Mr. Vaucun. Mr. Seedman reimbursed me for that money. 

Mr. Kennepy. You received a $3,000 check on March 183—— 

Mr. Vaucun. Excuse me. Originally I borrowed the money from 
my own company, and then later on I borrowed $3,000, and then later 
on Mr. Seedman reimbursed me for the $2,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. For how much? 

Mr. Vaucun. For $2,000 that I owed. I borrowed $3,000 for the 
expenses, et cetera, as a personal loan to me from my company. 

Mr. Kennepy. That would be $2,000 to pay to Sica and another 
$1,000 for your expenses; is that right ? 

Mr. VauGcun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Ultimately Seedman reimbursed you for $2,000! 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any other financial arrangements with 
Mr. Cohen ? 

Mr. Vaueun. One more. In May of 1958 Mr. Cohen called me and 
told me that he needed some money for a short period of time, and 
asked if I would loan it to him. I couldn’t loan him the amount that 
he asked, but I did loan him $1,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. He asked for how much? 

Mr. Vaucun. Well, he wanted more than $1,000. I got the impres- 
sion that he wanted perhaps $2,500 or so. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you agreed to loan him $1,000? 

Mr. Vaueun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you forward him a check for $1,000? 

Mr. Vaueun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he said at that time he would repay you in 10 
days? 

tr: Vaueun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he repay you in 10 days? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir. 

i — Kennepy. Did you telephone him then to try to get the money 
ack ¢ 

Mr. Vavueun. He called me in 10 days and volunteered to pay it 
back at that time, but he asked me if I could wait a short while 
longer. I said that I could. He said he would pay me in July. 
Then in July I did call him to repay the money. 

Mr. Kennepy. So did you then receive a check from him? 

Mr. Vaucun. Not from Mr. Cohen. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was the check from? 

Mr. Vavueun. I believe the check was from his sister. 

Mr. Kennepy. A check drawn on the Carousel ? 

Mr. Vaueun. I don’t have a copy of that check, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. The Carousel is an ice cream parlor operated by 
Cohen’s meine, Lillian Weiner. The check was from Lillian Weiner, 
was it not 
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Mr. Vaucun. The check was from Lillian Weiner; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the check bounce? 

Mr. VauGun. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you redeposit the check ? 

Mr. Vaueun. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And it was good then? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You received $3,558.53 from the Rowe Service Co. 
to cover your expenses incurred on behalf of Rowe in Los Angeles 
from November 17 through December 14, 1957 ? 

Mr. Vaueun. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. I have just a couple of other questions. Why did 
you go to Los Angeles in the first place? 

Mr. VauGcun. Well, as I have said before, I volunteered to go out 
and help my friend, and after I volunteered twice then he called me 
and said he would like to have me come out. 

Mr. Kennepy. The other question I would like to ask you is: Did 
you believe that Mickey Cohen and Sica were actually working for 
the Coast Co. ? 

Mr. Vaueun. In retrospect; no. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you at the time? 

Mr. Vaucun. I had no way of knowing at the time, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. But yet you would be willing to pay out $10,000? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kennepy. If you weren’t sure of it, you would still be willing 
topay out $10,000 to have him remain neutral ? 

Mr. Vaucun. I assumed it was true, and I certainly didn’t want 
to take the risk of having Mr. Sica and Mr. Cohen working for 
Coast. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you consider $10,000 in your business a large 
amount of money ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Wasn’t that a considerable amount of money to pay 
for someone to remain neutral in this kind of a fight? 

Mr. Vaucun. In view of the story that I had been told, that he 
had been offered $20,000, that Mr. Sica had been offered $20,000, it 
was the best deal that I could make, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever check to find out if he had, in fact, 
been offered $20,000 ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Not to my knowledge, sir. I have never asked any- 
one. I tried to keep quiet. 

Mr. Kennepy. Didn’t you at the time, before you put out $10,000, 
didn’t you try to find out then ? 

Mr. Vauenn. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. This was all deducted, was it not, as an expense on 
your company books? 

Mr. Vaueun. I don’t know how that was handled, because it was 
not my money. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, the Rowe Co. gave you a company check. 
You received a company check from the Rowe Co. ? 

Mr. Vaucun. The Rowe Service Co. 

Mr. Kennepy. The Rowe Service Co. ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Would you ordinarily, under circumstances gych 
as this, if somebody came to you and said, “I am going to possibly 
work for another company,” would you pay them that amount of 
money or a similar amount to remain neutral in a fight like this? 

Mr. Vaucun. It would depend upon the circumstances at that 
time, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you done anything like that any other time? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir; never before, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you done it since then ? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you think it is a practice that you feel should be 
followed ? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. Senator Curtis? 

Senator Curtis. What could Mr. Cohen and Mr. Sica do if they 
Pra remain neutral? What was the practical situation you were 

acing ¢ 

ie Sana, Well, I felt that I didn’t know Mr. Sica and I knew 
Mr. Cohen only by reputation, and I felt that he had a great deal of 
influence in southern California. 

Senator Curtis. With whom ? 

Mr. Vaucun. With the types of establishments where cigarette 
machines are ordinarily placed. 

Senator Curtis. What type of establishments are those? 

Mr. Vaueun. Cocktail lounges, restaurants, nightclubs, neighbor- 
hood barrooms. 

Senator Curtis. How did he exercise that influence? 

Mr. Vaucun. That I do not know, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You don’t know whether he had a trade 
association ? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Ora union, or what he had? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did he have them organized in any way, to your 
knowledge ? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did you have any knowledge, directly or indi- 
rectly, how he enforced his influence ? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You hadn’t heard any reports ? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. But you had an idea that if you were going to 
have vending machines in cocktail lounges and bars and so on, you 
should make your peace with Cohen and Sica? 

Mr. Vaucun. I thought it would be advisable at that time, Senator; 
yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Would you say that the information you had was 
“remand available to anyone who might have been close to the same 

usiness that you were in ¢ 

Mr. Vaueun. I don’t know exactly what you mean by the question, 
sir. 
Senator Curtis. Did you get any special information direct to you? 
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Mr. Vaucun. Well, as I say, I only know Mr. Cohen by reputation, 
what I have read in the newspapers and so forth. Mr. Seedman, on 
Sunday, verified to me that Mr. Cohen—— 

penator Curtis. What is that reputation of Mr. Cohen in the news- 

apers ! 
' Mr. Vaucun. Well, that he has been extremely active in southern 
California. 

Senator Curtis. Active in what? 

Mr. Vaucun. What he has done, I don’t know. But he has had 
the reputation, according to the newspapers, of being a tough guy. 

Senator Curtis. Sometimes in rackets ? 

Mr. Vaucun. I think the newspapers said that. I didn’t know, 
myself, by personal knowledge. 

Senator Curtis. May I ask the staff? Do we know that Cohen’s 
and Sica’s organization for enforcing their influence was? Was it 
a trade association? Was it a union? What was involved? 

Mr. Kennepy. I think, Mr. Senator, that Fred Sica’s attractiveness 
was the fact that he was out of jail and had been arrested 20 times 
and had 7 convictions. Mickey Cohen’s attractiveness was the fact 
that he was tied up with all the leading gangster figures and indi- 
viduals in the Hollywood and southern California area, who feel 
that it is smart and helpful to be associated with gangsters. There- 
fore, they have influence on those kinds of people. 

Senator Curtis. But what was their apparatus to reach out and 
make that influence known to these business places that might put 
in a vending machine? 

Mr. Kennepy. This is a perfect example of it. Here is a large 
company that is willing to pay $10,000 for him just to stay out of 
the company. There are large companies in the United States who 
want to be associated and who have become associated with gangsters 
in order to help their business. 

That is the reason that these kinds of people can survive. They 
get payments from management in order to get further business for 
themselves, in order to take away stops, locations, business from their 
competitors. Management in the United States is willing to make 
these kinds of payoffs because these men have criminal and under- 
world connections. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any further questions ? 

Senator Capehart. 

Senator CarrHart. Did you approach Mr. Cohen or did he ap- 
proach you? 

Mr. Vavucun. The meeting was arranged, I think quite 
accidentally 

Senator Carenarr. Accidentally, did you say ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. My friend McCoy was helping me and 
it came to Mr. Cohen’s attention and he called Mr. McCoy and asked 
him why he was helping me. 

The specific answer I should have answered was that I did not seek 
Mr. Cohen out. 

Senator Carenart. My question was: Did you approach Mr. Cohen 
to hire him to help you, or did Mr. Cohen approach you to sell his 
services to you? 

Mr. Vaucun. The answer to both those questions, sir, is no. 
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Senator Carenart. How could it be no on both? 

Mr. Vaueun. Well, we never sought Mr. Cohen’s help, nor did 
he at the time of the first interview—the first interview, now—seek 
ours at that time. He related to me that Mr. Sica had been offered 
a position by the competing company. 

Senator Carenart. See if I understand the situation. 

There was very, very rough competition in Los Angeles between 
two companies, Rowe and Northeast Cigarette Vending Machine Co, 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Senator CareHart. They were competing for business ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Senator Carenart. They were competing for business. 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Senator Capenart. And you went out there to help the Rowe Co,? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cargenart. My question is: Did you approach Mr. Cohen 
to help the Rowe Co., or did Mr. Cohen approach you ? 

Mr, Vaucun. To that specific question, I would have to say no, 
again, to both questions, because it came out of a discussion at no time, 
and the money was only paid for neutrality. 

Senator Carenart. But you did approach Mr. McCoy to help you? 

Mr. Vaueun. Tohelp me; yes, sir. 

Senator Carpenart. And Mr. McCoy was a friend of Mr. Cohen’s? 

Mr. Vaueun. I did not know that at the time, sir. 

Senator Carenart. You did not know that? 

Mr. Vaueun. No, sir. 

Senator Carpenart. What did you know about Mr. McCoy that led 
you to believe he could help you in Los Angeles? 

Mr. Vauenn. I had only met him the week previously to my being 
in California the first time. 

Senator Carrnart. What did he tell you at that meeting that led 
you to believe that he could help you? 

Mr. Vaucun. Well, he didn’t offer any promises, sir. He said, be- 
cause we had mutual friends in New Orleans, he said that he would do 
all that he could to help me, that if there was anything that he thought 
he could do he would be glad to do it. 

Senator Carprnartr. Then you employed him ? 

Mr. Vaueun. Mr. McCoy? No, sir. 

Senator Capenart. You asked him to help you ? 

Mr. Vaueun. Asked him to help us; yes, sir. 

Senator Carenart. Then he brought Mr. Cohen to you ? 

Mr. Vaueun. My understanding, sir, is that Mr. Cohen called him 
on the phone. 

Senator Carenart. How would Mr. Cohen know anything about 
you looking for help or needing help? 

Mr. Vaucun. We weren’t looking for help, except 





Senator Capenart. How would Mr. Cohen know that you were out 
there if somebody didn’t tell him ? 

Mr. Vaucun. The only answer I could think of would be Mr. 
McCoy’s efforts on my behalf came to the attention of Mr. Cohen. 

Senator Capenart. I see. Then Mr. Cohen came to you and offered 
his services ? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir; he did not offer his services. 
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Senator CareHart. Do you mean—well, you did pay him money ? 

Mr. Vaueun. That was not to accept another offer that he told me 
that he had, that Mr. Sica had. 

Senator CapenartT. In other words, he offered you his services by 
agreeing not to go to work for the other company # 

Mr. Vaucun. Not to do anything at all, stay neutral; don’t help 
us; don’t hurt us. 

Mr. Kennepy. I might say, Senator, that McCoy has a very bad 
background. He is a disbarred fight manager, an important figure 
out there, and an associate of such notorious figures, including 
Mickey Cohen and the Sicas, Frankie Carbo, Blinky Palermo; Cecil 
G. Imes, who tre some time in the penitentiary for robbery and a 
second case of robbery; and Barney Geigerman, who is Frank 
Costello’s brother-in-law—most of the notorious big gangsters in the 
country. He is the one you went to to make these contacts on the west 
coast. 

Senator CareHart. Was there any connection whatsoever between 
your activities out there any time and any labor organization ? 

Mr. Vaucun. At notime, sir. 

Senator Caprnart. At no time; there was no connection with any 
labor organization ? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir. 

Senator CareHArt. Do you have any suggestions to make to this 
committee as to what sort of legislation we might pass, enact, to clear 
up the matter we are investigating and studying? 

Mr. Vauecun. No, sir. 1 know there are more limber minds than 
mine working on that problem. 

Mr. Kennepy. Of course, you don’t know the connection that 
Mickey Cohen had with labor organizations ? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know what union the employees of the com- 
pany were in in Los Angeles? 

Mr. Vaucun. No,sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You don’t know anything about the labor connection 
then ? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Or any of the activities of Frank Matula or any 
other Teamster official ? 

Mr. Vauecun. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So in answer to Senator Capehart’s question, the 
answer would have been better that you don’t know, rather than that 
there was no labor connection. 

Mr. Vaueun. Well, I knew nothing of it. It never came to my 
attention, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you knew nothing of Mickey Cohen’s connec- 
tions as it was testified to this morning ? 

Mr. VauGun. No,sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, Mr. Vaughn; thank you very much. You 
may stand aside. 

all the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. William Breen. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Breen, come forward. 

Mr. Breen, be sworn. 


36751—59— pt. 48-7 
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Do you solemnly swear the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Breen. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM BREEN, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
ARTHUR J. CROWLEY 


The Cuarrman. Mr. Breen, state your name, your place of regj- 
dence, and your business or occupation, please, sir. 

Mr. Breen. William E. Breen, 5919 Overhill Drive, Los Angeles, 

The Cuairrman. What is your business or occupation ? 

Mr. Breen. I ama salesman for Coast Cigarette Vendors. 

The CuHarrMan. Salesman ¢ 

Mr. Breen. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. You have counsel, Mr. Breen? 

Mr. Breen. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Counsel, identify yourself for the record. 

Mr. Crowirey. My name is Arthur J. Crowley. My office is at 515 
Taft Building, Hollywood and Vine, bees, Calif. I am counsel 
for Coast Cigarette Vendors, by which this gentleman is employed. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Breen, you are employed as a salesman, is that 
right; for Coast Cigarette Vendors? 

Mr. Breen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You met Fred Sica and Mickey Cohen in the middle 
of 1957? 

Mr. Breen. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Prior to that time, you had had some talk with 
certain individuals, including a man by the name of Aubrey Stemler 
about putting some money in a route of coffee vending machines, 
for which Mr. Stemler was a franchised dealer; is that right? 

Mr. Breen. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were considering taking over a route if 
you were able to get such a company going; is that right? 

Mr. Breen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you visited Stemler in the middle of 1957, 
Mr. Sica was present; is that correct ? 

Mr. Breen. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were talking about the possibility of get- 
ting into such a company or establishing such a company ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Breen. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. At that time, was there some conversation in con- 
nection with Mr. Sica.and Mr. Cohen going to work for the company 
and attempting to get routes or get locations? 

Mr. Breen. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there subsequently ¢ 

Mr. Breen. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there any discussion about Mr. Sica and Mr. 
Cohen having anything to do with the company ? 

Mr. Breen. No. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Was there ever any discussion along those lines? 

Mr. Breen. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was Mr. Cohen’s name brought up? 

Mr. Breen. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. In connection with what ? 

Mr. Breen. Well, it seems he had some money to invest, but it was 
just general con versation. __ 

Mr. Kennepy. He was going to come in the company, and it was 
a question of having him give his money and to invest in the company ¢ 

r. Breen. Not as far as I was concerned. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there some discussion along those lines? 

Mr. Breen. There was some discussion. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it also discussed that he would help you get 
business ¢ 

Mr. Breen. It was discussed ; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all I asked you a couple of minutes ago. 
It was discussed that he would help and assist, he and Mr. Sica 
would help this company get some business. 

Mr. Breen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That Mr. Cohen would invest some money and also 
attempt to get some locations for the company. 

Mr. Crowter. Are you talking about the coffee vending business 
or Coast, now ¢ 

Mr. Kennepy. The coffee vending. 

Mr. Cowiey. Which had nothing to do with Coast. 

Mr. Kennepy. Isn’t that correct? 

Mr. Breen. What is the question? 

Mr. Kennepy. There was discussion about Mr. Cohen investing in 
this company, and also Mr. Cohen and Mr. Sica getting some locations 
for this company. 

Mr. Breen. Yes, there were discussions. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then did you decide you would go and visit with 
Mr. Cohen and discuss this? 

Mr. Breen. Well, that was during the time I met Mr. Cohen. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you go and visit with Mr. Cohen? 

Mr. Breen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was Mr. Cohen at the first meeting in Mr. Stemler’s 
office ? 

Mr. Breen. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then it was the first meeting that you had with 
Mr. Cohen, in Mr. Cohen’s home? 

Mr. Breen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You went out there, and who else? Mr. Sica was 
there ¢ 

Mr. Breen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And yourself? 

Mr. Breen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Stemler? 

Mr. Breen. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And at that time, it was discussed about Mr. Cohen 
and Mr. Sica doing some work for the company; is that right? 

Mr. Breen. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Kennepy. Was any final decision made at that time? 
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Mr. Breen. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, in November of 1957 did you have another 
conversation with Mr. Stemler and Mr. Sica? 

Mr. Breen. Mr. Sica and not Mr. Stemler. 

Mr. Kennepy. At that time there was this dispute going on between 
the Coast Co. and the Rowe Cigarette Service Co.; is that right? 

Mr. Breen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What conversation did you have with Mr. Sica in 
connection with that? 

Mr. Breen. He said he could get Coast some locations, for 
cigarette machines. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Sica said that? 

Mr. Breen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He could get some locations? 

Mr. Breen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you tell him that you would be willing to hire 
him to help get the locations? 

Mr. Breen. No, I said I wouldn’t, no. 

Mr. Kennepy. What conversations did you have? 

Mr. Breen. He wanted me to set up an appointment with Mr. Carr, 
of our company. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he indicate to you at that time? How 
much would you pay ordinarily for a location, for somebody who got a 
location ¢ 

Mr. Breen. $25, $50, or $100. 

Mr. Kennepy. For each location they were able to obtain? 

Mr. Breen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he tell you how much money he wanted to go 
to work? 

Mr. Breen. He said he wasn’t interested in that at all, and that he 
was interested in to meet Mr. Carr, and fifty or one hundred dollars 
wasn’t anything to him and he was interested in something about 
$25,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. Something like $25,000? 

Mr. Breen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So what did you say? 

Mr. Breen. Well, I said that I would speak to Mr. Carr. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you went and talked to Mr. Carr and he was 
the head of the company? 

Mr. Breen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You went and had a conversation with Mr. Carr! 

Mr. Breen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did Mr. Carr say to you? 

Mr. Breen. He asked me who Fred Sica was, and I told him that 
I thought he was an associate of Mickey Cohen, and Mr. Carr: said 
he wasn’t interested. 

Mr. Kennepy. He didn’t want to hire him? 

Mr. Breen. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were to go back and to inform him as 
ently - possible that the company was not willing to pay him the 
25,000? 

Mr. Breen. That is right. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And subsequently, you did relate this to him, that 
the company would not pay him the $25,000? 

Mr. Breen. No, that wasn’t that conversation. He called and he 
wanted to know if I had set up an appointment for him and I told 

im no. 
ate Kennepy. Did you relate to him subsequently that no financial 
arrangements could be made? 

Mr. Breen. We didn’t discuss it. 

Mr. Kennepy. You just told him that you couldn’t set up the 
appointment ? 

Mr. Breen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he tell you then ? 

Mr. Breen. He told me to relate to Mr. Carr, to get busy and do 
something about it, because he didn’t want to waste his time. 

Mr. Kennepy. What steps did he indicate he was going to take if 
Mr. Carr did not hurry up ? 

Mr. Breen. He intimated that somebody else would be interested in 
their services if we weren’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he tell you who these people were? 

Mr. Breen. Well, not in somany words. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he tell you about them ? 

Mr. Breen. He just said that somebody else would be interested in 
the services if we weren’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he tell you that some people had come into the 
area ? 

Mr. Breen. He said there are some people in from the East, and he 
wanted to impress Mr. Carr that if he wanted to do anything to get 
busy. 

Mr. Kennepy. And these people from the East they would go to 
work for Mr. Carr and your company didn’t hire them ? 

Mr. Breen. No, I don’t think that was the idea. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he say anything to the effect, or did he call 
them, “The boys are coming in from the East to do this job? 

Mr. Breen. My impression was that “the boys from the East” had 
to do with our opposition. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Carr better make up his mind quickly? 

Mr. Breen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. As far as you know, Mr. Carr nor the Coast Co. ever 
paid any money to Mr. Cohen; is that correct ? 

Mr. heen No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that the end of it as far as you were concerned ? 

Mr. Breen. That was the end. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never went into the coffee machine business? 

Mr. Breen. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Nor did Mr. Sica or Mr. Cohen ever come to work 
for the Coast Co. ? 

Mr. Breen. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. And as far as you know, the Coast Co. never paid 
Mr. Cohen or Mr. Sica any money ; is that right ? 

Mr. Breen. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you never made any offer to Mr. Sica or to Mr. 
Sica and Mr. Cohen to do any work for the Coast Co. ? 

Mr. Breen. No. 
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Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Are there any questions? Thank you very much, 

Senator Curtis. I want to ask, Did any difficulties follow by reason 
of your rejection of this proposed connection with Cohen and Sica? 

Mr. Breen. Not to my knowledge. 

Senator Curtis. For the record, tell us how the Coast cigarette 
vending business operates. It is purely a merchandising operation 
and there are no prizes or anything ? 

Mr. Breen. No. 

Senator Curtis. The company owns the machine; is that right? 

Mr. Breen. Yes. 

Senator Curtis. And you place it in somebody’s business? 

Mr. Breen. That is right. 

Senator Curtis. And then you have someone service it that fills it 
with cigarettes and checks out the cash; is that right? 

Mr. Breen. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. What compensation does the owner of the location 
receive ? 

Mr. Breen. He gets a percentage of his sales. 

Senator Curtis. Percentage of his sales? 

Mr. Breen. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. And you went ahead so far as you know, the Coast 
Cigarette Vendors, without being molested in any way because you 
rejected this connection with Sica and Cohen ? 

Mr. Breen. Nothing whatsoever. 

The Cuatrman. Allright. Thank you. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Carr. 

The Cuarrman. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Carr. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MYER CARR, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
ARTHUR J. CROWLEY 


The Cuarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation, please. 

Mr. Carr. My name is Myer Carr, and I am also known as “Mike” 
Carr, and my address is 6546 West Olympic Boulevard, Los Angeles, 
Calif., and I am vice president of the Los Angeles Cigarette Service, 
Inc., doing business as Coast Cigarette Vendors. 

The Cuatrman. Let the record show that same counsel appeared 
for this witness as appeared for the previous witness. 

Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, as background for your company, as of De- 
cember 31, 1957, the company had 1,632 machines and 267 jukeboxes 
on location. 

Mr. Carr. That is approximately correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have been connected with the Coast Co. for 
some 6 years; is that right ? 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. 
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Mr. Kennepy. This company was previously known as the National 
Vending Co., until it merged with Continental. 

Mr. Carr. No, sir; this is an independent California corporation. 
Both National and Coast were taken over by the Continental 
industries. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, you started, or Rowe started to take away some 
of Coast locations in approximately October of 1957; is that right? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; and prior to that also. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they did this by offering bonuses and what you 
feel were excessive commissions 4 

Mr. Carr. That is true, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And there were contracts that you had with various 
locations that were broken by the activities of this other company ? 

Mr. Carr. That is true. 

Mr. Kennepy. You in turn then had to offer somewhat higher 
commissions in order to keep these locations or get new locations ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the battle started between the two companies? 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. That went on through October and November and 
December of 1957 ? 

Mr. Carr. That is true, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. For instance, from October 1, 1957, through Decem- 
ber 11, 1957, the company paid a total of $164,665 as advance com- 
missions or bonuses to secure some 121 music or cigarette locations; 
isthat correct ? 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Mr. Krennepy. But you always pay some bonuses, you always pay 
some advance ? 

Mr. Carr. That isa practice in our business. 

Mr. Kennepy. This figure would have been higher than you would 
ordinarily have paid if this kind of a battle had not been going on, 
but you always pay some advance and some bonuses ? 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, were you told by your salesman, Mr. Breen, 
that Fred Sica had offered to obtain locations for Coast? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you relate to the committee what you were 
told about that, and what you did? 

Mr. Carr. I was told that they wanted to get locations for us, and I 
believe he stipulated a price of $25,000, but I am not sure of that, 
because as. soon as I heard who Fred Sica was, I was horrified, and 
told him, “Look, our company doesn’t do business with people like 
that,” and just to tell them no, and tell him in a way so that he wouldn’t 
become angry at us, because I didn’t know what he could do, or what 
he would do. 

Mr, Kennepy. You were told at that time that he had been an 
associate of Mickey Cohen ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, I asked him who Fred Sica was, and I didn’t know 
the name. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you turned down the offer of Mr. Sica to come 
to work for the company, and obtain locations for the $25,000? 
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Mr. Carr. Definitely, we wouldn’t have anything to do with it. 
That is against the policy of our company, to deal with people like that, 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you pay directly or indirectly any money to 
either Mr. Cohen or Mr. Sica? 

Mr. Carr. At notime. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, you hired a private investigator by the name 
of Mr. Fred Otash ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the purpose of that was, or—what was the 
purpose ? 

Mr. Carr. To obtain information as to the manner in which they 
were taking locations from us and definitely breaking our contracts, 

Mr. Kennepy. And in the course of that investigation that he made, 
Mr. Otash made miniphone recordings or recordings on miniphones? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, he did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you contacted by Mr. Otash or by anyone that 
Mr. Mickey Cohen was interested in listening to these recordings? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, Mr. Otash called me one night and told me that 
Micked Cohen and one high official of the Rowe Co. were at his place, 
and had offered him some money to let them hear the recordings, 
I told him it was okay with me to go right ahead and do it because this 
would convince them that I had a good case in case I wanted to go to 
law, and this might resolve our situation. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand that Mr. Otash then received 
some money for allowing these recordings to be heard ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, I understand that. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much money did you understand ? 

Mr. Carr. Five hundred dollars. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know from whom he received that money! 

Mr. Carr. No, sir, I do not know the party involved. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it your understanding that Mickey Cohen and 
Mr. Sica were then working for the Rowe Co. ? 

Mr. Carr. That was my impression, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, in December of 1957, a meeting was arran 
between George Seedman of the Rowe Co. and yours; is that right? 

Mr. Carr. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they decided there wasn’t any good coming of 
the battle that you were conducting, and that peace would be made; 
is that right ? 

Mr. Carr. That is true, also the fact that we were both, that is in 
our case at any rate with inadvertently breaking contracts. 

Mr. Kennepy. So Rowe paid Coast some $13,000 ; is that right ? 

Mr. Carr. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And peace was made between the two companies? 

Mr. Carr. The payment of the money was merely for the sums 
owing on contracts that we had with various locations, in which we 
both had equipment and in which Rowe was operating and our equip- 
ment was either turned to the wall or we had not ~ able to put 
it in at all. 

Mr. Kennepy. Anyway, this $13,000 was paid over to your com- 


any ¢ 
Mr. Carr. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. And peace reigned in Los Angeles? 
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Mr. Carr. As far as the cigarette industry was concerned, that is 


true. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The CuarrMan. Are there any questions? 

Allright. Thank you. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Seedman. 

The CuHatrMAN. Besworn. 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. SrepMAN. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF GEORGE SEEDMAN, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
EMIL N. LEVIN 


The CHairMAn. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. SeepMan. My name is George Seedman. I live in the Los 
Angeles area. I am in the business of operating cigarette-vending 
machines. 

The Cuarrman. You have counsel? 

Mr. SrepMAN. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Counsel, identify yourself for the record, please. 

Mr. Levin. Emil Levin, 31 South Clark Street, Chicago. 

The CuarrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Seedman, you are president of the Rowe Serv- 
ice Co., Inc. ? 

Mr. SrepMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Which is a New Jersey corporation; is that right? 

Mr. SrEDMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Operating in the State of California at 2620 South 
Hill Street ? 

Mr. SrepMan. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How big acompany is that, Rowe Service? 

Mr. SrepMAn. Well, it isa fairly 

Mr. Kennepy. How many machines do you have? 

Mr. SeepMan. Approximately 2,700. 

Mr. Kennepy. They are all in California or are they throughout 
the country ? 

Mr. SeepMan. No, just in California, in the Los Angeles area. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that the biggest company in California ? 

Mr. SeepMaNn. It is rather difficult to tell. We think we are one of 
the largest, but I don’t know how many machines other people have. 

Mr. Kennepy. The principal business is the sale of cigarettes 
through the automatic merchandising machines? 

Mr. SrepMan. That is about the only thing we sell. 

Mr. Kennepy. You do not operate any other type of automatic 
machine; is that right? You don’t operate Spllaatin or drink 
machines, or sales of food ? 

Mr. SeepMan. That is correct. 
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Mr. Kennepy. In September or October 1957, you were engaged 
in a competitive situation with the Coast Cigarette Service Co, of 
Los Angeles ? 

Mr. SzrepMan. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. In the course of which you had taken the Tiny 
Naylor account from the Coast Co. ? 

Mr. SeepMan. That is right. 

Mr. Kennevy. This is the Tiny Naylor account about which we 
have had testimony in connection with Mr. Cohen earlier this morn- 
ing; is that right? Mr. Vaughn mentioned the Tiny Naylor account, 

Mr. SeepMan. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. At the meeting of the National Automatic Mer. 
chandising Association in Philadelphia, you were advised by Mr, 
Vaughn that the Coast Co. expected to go all-out in their battle 
with you? 

Mr. Srepman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he told you that he had spoken to Mr. Harold 
Roth, who was president of Coast, and they said that they were 
preparing for a real fight with you? 

Mr. Srepman. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Vaughn at that time offered to assist you in 
any way he could? He was a longtime personal friend of yours! 

Mr. Seomnae. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Soon after this, the company attempted and was 
active in taking away locations, as you were active in taking away 
locations from that company ; is that right ? 

Mr. Sreepman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you had some further conversation with Mr. 
Vaughn, and it was arranged for him to come to Los Angeles on 
approximately November 17, 1957 ? 

Mr. SrepMan. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And a few days after his arrival, he introduced you 
to Babe McCoy; is that right ? 

Mr. SeepMan. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know anything about Babe McCoy at that 
time ? 

Mr. SeepMan. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. But he explained to you that Babe McCoy could 
be of help in securing locations; is that right ? 

Mr. SeepMan. Yes, sir; that is about right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know Babe McCoy had been disbarred as 
a fight manager in the State of California ? 

Mr. SrepMan.. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Vaughn also tell you that Mr. Sica and 

Mr. Cohen had contacted Mr. McCoy ? 

Mr. SeepMAn. Yes. That wassome time later. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently ? 

Mr. SeepMan. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he suggest that you have an interview with 

Sica and Mickey Cohen? 
Mr. SeepMan. Not at that time; no, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. Did McCoy set up an interview ? 
Mr. SeepMAn. This I don’t know, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Vaughn report back to you that he had 
geen Mickey Cohen and Sica, and that he had asked them to stay out 
of this fight in Los Angeles? 

Mr. SeepMAN. Well, in the course of talking with him, I was told 
that. 

(At this point Senator Curtis withdrew from the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you also told that they had been approached 
by the Coast Co. ? 

Mr. SeepMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What had you understood were the financial ar- 
rangements with the Coast Co. ? 

Mr. SrepMAN. Just what I was told, that they were offered a cer- 
tain amount of money to assist them getting our locations. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much money ? 

Mr. SeepMan. I think, if I remember correctly, it was about 

25,000. 

’ Mr. Kennepy. In the end of November 1957 you met with Vaughn 
again at the Ambassador Hotel. Did Mr. Vaughn tell you at that 
time that a payment could be made to keep Mickey Cohen out of the 
situation ¢ 

Mr. SeepMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much of a payment ? 

Mr. Seepman. $5,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you go along with that? 

Mr. SrepMaAn. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. For what reason ? 

Mr. SeepMANn. Well, sir, he told me that this group was ready to 
work for Coast, and Vaughn assured me that that was so. I had had 
a newspaper clipping from the New York Post which indicated that 
Mr. Harold Roth had had certain connections previously with a group, 
this type of individual, and that sort of convinced me that perhaps 
Coast was interested, although frankly it was hard to believe. 

Mr. Kennepy. That Mr. Harold Roth had used as distributors in 
that company people with backgrounds of. 

Mr. SrepMan. I just don’t remember the article, but I think it is 
in the possession of the committee, an article written in the New York 
Post. 

Mr. Kennepy. That the company had used underworld connections 
for the distribution ? 

Mr. SeepMaAn. I am not sure just what the article says, but it had 
that implication. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you thought that was sufficient for you to pay 
$5,000 to Mickey Cohen? 

Mr. Srepman. Frankly, I didn’t think it was sufficient, but Mr. 
Vaughn had made the arrangements and I went along with them. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you then make out a check for $5,000 cash ? 

Mr. Srepman. Yes, I did. I made out a company check to myself, 
deposited it in my account, and I believe—no, I cashed the company 
check made payable to me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that was for $5,000; is that right ? 

Mr. Srepman. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. On November 27, 1957 ? 

Mr. Srepman. If that is the date on the check; yes, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. I present to you a photostatic copy of the check, 
I believe, about which you are testifying. Examine it and state if 
you identify it. 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. SrepMan. Yes, sir, this is the check that I had photostated my- 
self and turned over to the committee investigator. 

The Cuarrman. It may be made exhibit 66. 

(Document referred to was marked “Exhibit 66” for reference and 
will be found in the appendix on p. 17683.) 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you relate to the company that that $5,000 
was for? 

Mr. SrepMan. Well, frankly, I didn’t tell them anything about it 
at the time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, subsequently? You told them it was to keep 
Mickey Cohen neutral ? 

Mr. SrepMan. I told them the complete story. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know what they charged this to on the books? 

Mr. SrepMan. It wasn’t charged to expense and has not been taken 
as a deduction. 

Mr. Kennepy. It has not? 

Mr. SrepMan. No, sir; it has not. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was it charged to one the books? Do you 
know ? 

: Mr. Seepman. I can’t tell you exactly what it was charged to on the 
ooks. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you feel that it was an improper expenditure?! 

Mr. Seepman. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently, you had lunch with Mr. Vaughn, at 
which time Vaughn handed the envelope containing the $5,000 to 
Mickey Cohen; is that right ? 

Mr. Srepman. I think the envelope was handed to Mr. Sica. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were all at lunch together ? 

Mr. SrepMan. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the $5,000 was handed at that time, you believe, 
to Mr. Sica ? 

Mr. SrepMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Vaughn tell you subsequently that it was 
going to cost you another $5,000 ? 

Mr. SrepMan. Yes, sir; he did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you approve of that? 

Mr. Seepman. I still don’t approve of it, but I paid it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you pay a total of $10,000, to keep Mr. 
Cohen neutral ? 

Mr. SeepMan. For several reasons, sir. First, I wanted to keep 
Cohen and his crowd from in any way infiltrating into our industry. 
That was the main and principal reason. 

Secondly, I did it because of the commitment made by Mr. Vaughn, 
which I felt I had to back, and I did. 


Mr. Kennepy. The check for the second $5,000 was, first, a check 
that was drawn for $3,000, payable to yourself, which you deposited 
in your own account, and which is shown on the books as a loan to 
yourself, and then on the same day you mailed a check for $3,000 to 
Vaughn; is that correct ? 
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Mr. SrepMan. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. On your personal account ¢ 

Mr. SeepMAN. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I hand you photostatic copies of the two checks. I 
ask you to examine them and state if you identify them. 

(Documents handed to the witness.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes, sir. These are the checks that I drew. I had 
them photostated and turned over to the investigator for the com- 

ittee. 

"The CuarrMan. The one that is made from your company to you 
may be made exhibit 67; the other one may be made exhibit 67A. 

(Checks referred to were marked “Exhibits 67 and 67A” for refer- 
ence and will be found in the appendix on pp. 17684-17685.) ; 

Mr. Kennepy. So that gave the first $5,000, and this transaction 
here, on November 24, 1957, covers the $3,000 out of the second $5,000 ; 
isthat right ? 

Mr. SrepMAN. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Around December 14, 1957, were you telephoned in 
the early morning hours? 

Mr. SrepMAN. Yes, I was, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. By whom were you telephoned ? 

Mr. SrrpMan. Well, my memory has been refreshed on that. It was 
Tom Vaughn that called me from New Orleans. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he relate to you at that time ? 

Mr. SrepMAN. Well, it was pretty early in the morning. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, generally. 

Mr. SrepMAN. He told me that there were some important record- 
ings that I should listen to, and he gave me a telephone number, Mr. 
Cohen’s phone number, for me to call him, which I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And what did Mr. Cohen tell you? 

Mr. SrepMan. He told me to meet him at a certain place, and I 
met him. He drove me in his car to Mr. Otash’s place. 

Mr. Kennepy. What time in the morning was this? 

Mr. SrepMAN. It was around somewhere between 2 and 3, I believe. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you were asleep in your bed, you got out of bed, 
got dressed, and went down to Mr. Cohen to hear these recordings. 
Where did he take you to? 

Mr. SeepMan. He took me to Mr. Otash’s apartment. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you listen to the recordings ? 

Mr. SrepMan. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were they interesting ? 

_ SrEDMAN. I don’t know, because you couldn’t hear anything on 
em. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever pay anybody for the privilege of lis- 
tening to the recordings ? 

Mr. SeepMan. I didn’t pay anyone for the privilege of listening to 
them, but a commitment had been made, as I understand it, by Mr. 
Vaughn to pay Mr. Cohen for that privilege, and I reimbursed Mr. 
Vaughn. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much was that for ? 

Mr. SeepMan. Well, to the best of my recollection it was $500, but 
they tell me that it was $1,000. I know the check was made out for 
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$500. I am trying to think whether or not there was an additional] 
$500 paid. It may have been, but I am not certain. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why would you pay $500 to listen to jumbled 
recordings ¢ 

Mr. SeepMan. I wish I had the right to answer to that question 
Mr. Kennedy, but I think it was just stupid. , 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you characterize the payment of the $10,000 
to Mickey Cohen and Mr. Sica the same way ? 

Mr. SrepMAN. More so. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were stupid for $11,000 ? 

Mr. SrepMan. I was very stupid for $11,000. 

The Cuamman. What do you think the purpose of it is? Has 
Cohen such a reputation out there that everybody is afraid of him 
and thinks they have to pay him off? Is that what it is? 

Mr. SeepMan. Senator, Mr. Cohen has a reputation on the west 
coast. 

The Cuarrman. For what? 

Mr. SrepMaAn. Well, the newspapers carry his stories all the time, 

The Cuarmman. About what ? 

Mr. SrepMan. About his various activities. 

The Cuatrman. All legitimate, I assume. 

Mr. SrepMan. Senator, I think that would be an erroneous 
assumption. 

The CuarrmMan. That would be an exaggerated statement? 

Mr. SEepMAN. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, let’s talk about some that are not. What 
is his reputation about those that are not ? 

Mr. SeepMan. I don’t understand your question, sir. 

The CuarmmMan. Well, yousay he has a reputation. 

Mr. SEEeDMAN. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrman. I asked you what about, and you said, “Well, the 
papers carry a lot about his activities.” I asked, “Are they all legiti- 
mate?” and you said, “No.” I said, “Let’s talk about those that are 
not.” 

What are his activities that are not legitimate that the papers 
report ¢ 

Mr. Srepman. I don’t know, because I don’t pay too much attention 
to them. 

The Cuatrman. You paid $11,000 worth of attention. 

Mr. SrepMan. Yes, sir; I did, and I am sorry I did. 

The Cuarrman. I know, but that is enough to cause you to make a 
little imprint on your memory. What was involved here? You are 
paying off because you are afraid of the guy? Is that the truth 
about it ? 

Mr. SeepMan. The truth about it is that we didn’t want him operat- 
ing for Coast Cigarettes Service. We had every reason to believe at 
that time that he and his group, whoever they were, and I don’t know, 
would join forces with Mr. Breen and Mr. Cer? and Coast Cigarette 
Service. 

The CuarrMan. So you just bought him off ? 

Mr. Seepman. Well, that is one way of putting it, Senator. 

The Cuaimman. Have you got another way of putting it? 

Mr. SeepMan. Yes, sir. 
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The CuarrMaAn. Allright, let us hear it. 

Mr. SrepMANn. We paid this money out which, in our opinion, would 
keep these people out of this situation. 

he CuairMAN. You bought him out, then, instead of off? Is there 
a difference / 

Mr. Srepman. Any way you put it, I think you would be right, 
Senator. 

The CuatrMan. Either way? 

Mr. SeepMAN. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. All right; proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently, you paid Mr. Vaughn for the other 
$2,000; is that right ? 

Mr. SeepMANn. Do you mean the final $2,000 ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. SEEDMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So he was reimbursed for the whole $10,000? 

Mr. SrepMAN. That is exactly right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you think it is wrong for a company such as 
yours or any company to make these kinds of payments ? 

Mr. SrepMaAN. I think it is very wrong for any company under any 
circumstances to pay anyone except for legitimate services. Our com- 
pany is no exception. _ ' 

The Cuarrman. Do you regard this as legitimate services? Or did 
you feel you had to do it for self-protection of your business? That 
is what I am trying to find out. 

Mr. SeeDMAN. Senator, it wasn’t 

The CuarrmMan. Has this man Cohen such a reputation out there 
that he instills fear and terror in people ? 

Mr. SeepMAN. May I say this: that I met with Mr. Cohen on three 
occasions, and on each occasion he acted in a very gentlemanly man- 
ner, with no threats of any kind. As far as I was concerned, the times 
I met with him he was a gentleman in every way. 

The Cuairman. That is a pretty good price to pay a gentleman for 
a shakedown. 

Mr. SEEDMAN. Sir, we didn’t regard it as a shakedown in that way, 
but perhaps it was. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. When he was described as a gentleman at all times, 
did you feel he was a gentleman when he said he had been offered a 
contract for $50,000 to put your lights out ? 

Mr. SeepMAn. I was told that, Mr. Kennedy, along about March, 
and I didn’t believe it. I thought it was so much poppycock. It might 
have been a little puffing. I don’t think there is a thing in the world 
to it. I just didn’t believe it, because there was no occasion for that. 
He already was getting the money. 

Mr. Kennepy. No, he hadn’t gotten the money as of that time. This 
was prior to the time that he was going to have the meeting on the 
money. 

Mr. SrepMAN. Well, I don’t know the exact date when the statement 
was supposed to have been made, but I took it as more or less of a 
puffing. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did it change your opinion of Mr. Cohen at all? 














17320 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


Mr. SeepMAn. My opinion of Mr. Cohen was just on the three occa. 
sions that I met him. As far as I can say, he has never acted in any 
other way toward me. I haven’t seen him since. As far as I am cop- 
cerned, he is all right. What I read in the paper is something else, and 
I don’t always believe everything I read in the paper. 

Mr. Kennepy. Also what Mr. Vaughn related to you about what he 
said about you, that he was going to put your lights out. 

Mr. SeepmMan. Mr. Vaughn made that in a sort of a joking way 
some time—in March of 1958, I believe; somewhere around that time, 
Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am just wondering if you would consider that in 
the same category as somebody who is always acting like a gentleman, 

Mr. SrepMAN. Well, he acted like a gentleman in my presence. What 
was told tome was pure hearsay. I didn’t hear it. 

The Cuatrman. Are ‘here any other questions ? 

If not, call the next * itness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Fred Sica. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Sica, come forward. 

Do you solemnly swear the evidence you shall give before this Sen- 
ate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God # 

Mr. Sica. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF FRED SICA, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
ABRAHAM J. LEVY 


The CuarrMan. State your name, your place of residence, and 
your business or occupation, please, sir. 

Mr. Sica. My name is Alfred Sica. I own a company called the 
Active-Aire of Los Angeles. I live at 7766 Hollywood Boulevard, 
Hollywood, Calif. 

The CuHatrMan. You have counsel. 

Counsel, will you identify yourself ? 

Mr. Levy. Abraham J. Levy, Philadelphia, Pa. 

The CHatrman. Allright. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Sica, you are presently in the hand-dryer busi- 
ness; is that correct ? 

Mr. Sica. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many hand dryers do you have? 

Mr. Sica. Approximately about 80 to 90. 

Mr. Kennepy. Andare they in the Los Angeles area ? 

Mr. Sica. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. These are the machines that you press the button 
and then they dry your hands? 

Mr. Stca. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have any employees? 

Mr. Sica. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You do all the work yourself ? 

Mr. Sica. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Cohen assist you in getting any of these 
locations ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the grounds it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 








|~ 


IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 17321 


The Cuairman. What is wrong with this Cohen? He goes out here 
and acts like a gentleman and shakes down somebody for $11,000, and 
here you have a business that, as far as I have observed, is legitimate. 
When we ask you if he helped you with it, you have to take the fifth 
amendment. 

What is wrong with the guy? You are putting him in an awfully 
bad light, if he is all right. Don’t you realize that? We just men- 
tioned his name and you take the fifth amendment. 

What is wrong with him? Could you tell us, or would that in- 
criminate you ? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the grounds it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Going back to the machines for a moment, you rent 
the machines out, do you? I am just going to talk about the ma- 
chines. You rent the machines? 

Mr. Sica. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. You rent them for what 

Mr. Sica. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have any shop or business establishment ? 
Where do you operate out of ? 

Mr. Sica. I operate out of my automobile. I do most of my work 
out of my automobile. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you service these machines yourself ? 

Mr. Sica. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long have you been in this business ? 

Mr. Sica. Approximately about 4 years. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had you had any other business other than the 
hand-dryer machines ? 

Mr. Sica. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What other businesses ? 

Mr. Sica. [owned a shirt shop in Los Angeles. 

Mr. Kennepy. What kind? Shirt shop? 

Mr. Stca. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell us the name of it ? 

Mr. Sica. Savoy Shirt Shop. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long have you had that? 

Mr. Sica. Approximately 2 years. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you own that by yourself? 

Mr. Sica. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And it is in your name, is it? 

Mr. Sica. I don’t own it now. It isclosed. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did you dispose of that? Just approximately 
how long ago ? 

Mr. Sica. 1951. 

Mr. Kennepy. 1951. You had that for a couple of years back in 
1951? 

Mr. Sica. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you had any other business since 1950 other 
than the shirt shop and the hand dryers ¢ 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the grounds it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Let me see if I can get this. After 1951 would you 
tell us what businesses you were in ? 
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Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the grounds it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are there any businesses other than the shirt shop 
and the hand dryer that you could tell us about since 1950? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the grounds that it might tend to 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were bookmaking, were you? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the ground it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it because of the fact that you were in these 
hand dryers and that you had this friendship with Mickey Cohen 
that you thought also that your services would be worth a consider- 
able amount of money to one of these two companies that were in- 
volved in this competition war in Los Angeles? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the grounds it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that why your services, you felt, would be worth 
some $25,000 rather than some $25, $50 or $100 for each location that 
you were able to obtain ? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the grounds it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is it correct that you have been arrested some 20 
times and have seven convictions, Mr. Sica? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the grounds it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Loitering, found guilty, in 1934; assault and battery, 
with robbery, suspended sentence in 1934; another robbery, sentenced 
to 12 months in 1934, New Jersey Penitentiary. You went there on 
January 18, 1935; is that correct ? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the grounds it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then stickup and robbery, and you received a sus- 
pended sentence. Then in 1935, receiving stolen truckload of 
umbrellas, 4 to 6 years in the State penitentiary, Trenton, New Jersey? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Sica. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can we talk about the truckload of umbrellas? Will 
you tell us about any of the other ones? Assault and battery, were 
you found guilty on that, in 1934? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kennepy. You don’t remember? 

Mr. Sica. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Kennepy. All right. 


The record appears to indicate that. Loitering, 1934; then assault 
and battery in 1934; then robbery in 1934. Did you go to Essex 
County Penitentiary in New Jersey in 1934? 

Mr. Sica. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you were in the Trenton Penitentiary in Tren- 
ton in 1935; is that right ? 

Mr. Sica. Yes, I did. 


Mr. Kennepy. Then the last conviction was conspiracy to commit 
bookmaking, 1951 ? 
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Mr. Sica. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long have you known Mickey Cohen, Mr. Sica? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the grounds it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Are you trying to stay out of the pen again? Is 
that why you hesitate? Is that the reason you don’t answer ? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the ground it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have any information on the Divinian nar- 
cotics matter ? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the ground it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. The key witness in that case on January 28, 1950, 
Divinian, was murdered by certain people unknown before the case 
came totrial. Do you know anything about that ? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the ground it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you arrested in an effort to obstruct justice in 
connection with the killing, with killing Mr. Divinian ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Sica. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. In fact, you have been arrested in connection with 
several murders, have you not, with no convictions? You have been 
arrested in connection with them ? 

Sam Rummel, for instance? Were you arrested in connection with 
that ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Sica. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were released because of lack of evidence; is 
that right ? 

Mr. Sica. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Louis Dragna? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the grounds it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And James “Weasel” Pratiano? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the ground it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell the committee what it was that made 
the Rowe Co. pay you some $10,000 or $11,000, you and Mickey Cohen ? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the ground it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is it correct you related to them that you were going 
to receive $25,000 from the Coast Co. ? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the ground it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was really just a shakedown, was it not, by you 
and Mr. Cohen ? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the ground it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they really paid off, did they not? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the grounds it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 
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The Cuairman. How much did old Mickey pay out of it ? 


Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the ground it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 


Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The Cuatrman. Are there any other questions? 

If not, you may stand aside. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. I have a couple other questions. I am sorry, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Could you tell me this: According to the information we have, we 
don’t have any information in connection with 1955, but in 1957, for 
instance, we understand that you declared only some $2,500 as income, 
Is that correct ? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the grounds it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was the highest income you have declared in the 
last 5 years. 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the ground it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was considerably more than your friend Mickey 
Cohen declared in any year. Is that correct? You were the highest 
paid of the twosome ? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the grounds it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1956 you declared some $1,800; is that correct? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the grounds it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. As I say, I don’t know about 1955. In 1954, $1,000; 
and in 1953, some $600 ? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the ground it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Has anybody in the Internal Revenue Service ever 
made an investigation of your activities, your tax activities ? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the ground it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you relate to the committee why you were go- 
ing to this one company and expecting a fee of $25,000, in view of these 
returns ? 

Mr. Sica. I refuse to answer on the ground it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The Cuatrman. All right, you may stand aside. 

Mr. Marcello, come forward, and your brother, Vincent Marcello. 

Do you solemnly swear the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Vincent MaRcetvo. Td. 
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TESTIMONY OF VINCENT MARCELLO, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
JACK WASSERMAN 


The CuarrMan. State your name, your place of residence, and 
our business or occupation. 

Mr. Vincent Marcetxo. Vincent Marcello, 28 Smith Way. 

The CuarrmMan. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Vincent Marcetwo. I refuse to answer the question on the 
ground it will tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrMan. Is this your attorney sitting next to you? 

Mr. Vincent Marceyo. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Let the record show the same attorney appears for 
Vincent as appears for his brother this morning. 

Is Carlos your brother ? 

Mr. Vincent Marcetxo. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamrman. Are you an American citizen ? 

Mr. Vincent Marcetxo. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Is he? 

Mr. Vincent Marcetxo. I refuse to answer that on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuHairMAN. Have you any questions at this time, Mr, Coun- 
sel ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Not in view of the fact that we are finishing up 
with this other hearing. 

The CHarrman. I understood you were going to take the Fifth 
Amendment on everything, but 1 wanted to bring you around here 
and put you under the jurisdiction of the committee, because I want 
to continue both of you under the same subpena that you appeared 
under here today. 

1 continue you under the jurisdiction of the committee subject to 
being recalled at such time as the committee may desire to hear 
further testimony from you. There can well be developments in 
the course of the committee’s investigation that will require further 
interrogation of you. 

With that understanding, I am placing you under that recogni- 
zance to reappear at such time as the committee may desire to hear 
further testimony from you upon reasonable notice being given to 
you of the time and place where the committee desires to hear you. 

If I can have you accept that recognizance, I will be able to take 
care of your release for the day. Do you accept such recognizance? 
Carlos? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Cartos Marcet.o. Yes, sir, Senator. 

The CHarrmMan. You do. You agree to return and give further 
testimony at such time as the committee may desire your presence 
again upon reasonable notice being given to you or your attorney at 
the time and place where your presence is desired ? 

Mr. Cartos Marcetxo. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. Do you accept the same conditions, Mr. Vincent? 

Mr. Vincent Marcetyo. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. It is agreed. All right, you may stand aside. 
You are excused for the day. 

Call the next witness. 








17326 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Michael Cohen. 

The CHatrman. Be sworn, please. 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence za shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Couen. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MICHAEL COHEN, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
ABRAHAM J. LEVY 


The Cuarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation, please, sir. 

Mr. Conen. Michael Cohen. 

The Cuarrman. Who? 

Mr. Couen. Michael Cohen, 705 South Barrington. 

The CHarmman. Where? 

Mr. Conen. Los Angeles. 

The Cuartrman. All right. What is your business or occupation, 

lease ? 

" Mr. Couen. I refuse to answer on the grounds that it may tend 
to incriminate me. 

The CHarrman. Somebody testified here that you were a very 
polite gentleman. Can’t you say, “I respectfully decline to answer” 
instead of “I refuse” ? 

Mr. Couen. I can, but I don’t know if I will remember it, Senator. 

The CHatmrman. Have you something down that will help you? 

Mr. Conen. Well, I will put it down. 

The CHarrman. Thank you, Mr. Cohen. 

Counsel, identify yourself for the record. 

Mr. Levy. Abraham J. Levy, Philadelphia, Pa. 

The CHatrman. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Cohen, would you tell the committee about 
the dispute between the Coast Co. and the Rowe Co., the cigarette 
companies in Los Angeles and your participation in it ? 

r. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer. 

Mr. Kennepy. For what reason ? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you relate to the committee why you received 
the $11,000? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell the committee any other instances 
Mt you have received money for remaining out of a fight of this 
ind? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was it, in your estimation what was it, that 
the Rowe Co. was actually paying for when they paid the $10,000? 

Mr. Couen. I respect fully decline to answer, sir. 


Mr. Kennepy. Do you think that is an ordinary procedure, that a 
company such as this would pay $10,000 for you to just remain neu- 
tral in a fight of this kind? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where were you born, Mr. Cohen? 
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Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 
The CuaArrman. Well, where were you born ? 
Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 
Mr. Kennepy. According to our information, you were born 
September 4, 1913, in Brooklyn, N.Y.; is that right? 
Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 
Mr. Kennepy. Shortly afterward, or sometime afterward, you 
went to Cleveland, and at that time began a friendship with Frank 
Nicoli by sticking up a cafeteria in Cleveland ? 
Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 
Mr. Kennepy. You pled guilty to embezzlement at that time by 
involving the cashier in the stickup, is that right, and received a 
2-year suspended sentence 
(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me, and I don’t remember. 
The Cuarrman. Let us have order, please. 
Mr. Kennepy. Well, maybe you ant ale us out. When was the 
first time that you were arrested? 
(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
Mr. Conen. I don’t recall. 
Mr. Kennepy. Well, when was the first time you were convicted ? 
(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
Mr. Conen. I don’t recall. 
Mr. Kennepy. You don’t remember that either? 
Mr. Conen. No. 
Mr. Kennepy. You don’t remember the first time yeu were con- 
victed? How many times have you been convicted ? 
(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 
Mr. Kennepy. You can’t give us that? Do you remember how 
many times you have been convicted for crimes? 
Mr. Conen. I don’t recall. 
Mr. Kennepy. You don’t recall that? Do you remember if you 
were convicted in Cleveland, Ohio, in 1934? 
Mr. Conen. I don’t recall. 
Mr. Kennepy. Do you deny that you were convicted in Cleveland, 
Ohio, in 1934? 

Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you in Cleveland, Ohio, in 1934? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully refuse to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you stick up a cafeteria? Maybe that will re- 
ano recollection. Did you stick up a cafeteria in Cleveland, 

hio? 

Mr. Conen. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 
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Mr. Kennepy. You went on to Chicago, then, after your visits jp 
Cleveland, and there you worked for Greasy Thumb Guzik; is that 
right? 

Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then left for Los Angeles after having been 
involved in pistol-whipping an acquaintance; is that correct? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1942 you were involved with Mr. Joe Sica in 
the assaulting of one Mr. Russell Brophy, who operated a competing 
race wire service; is that right? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is Mr. Joe Sica, who is the brother of Fred 
Sica, the previous witness. 

Then you began this gambling empire. In 1945 you killed one 
Max Shaman, and you pled successfully self-defense; isn’t that 
correct ? 

Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

(At this point Senator Mundt entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Then in 1946 you were questioned in the murder of 
Parley Gibbons and Benny “Meatball” Cramson, George Levenson, 
and in 1947 in connection with the murder of Bugsy Siegel; is that 
right? 

4 Couen. I respectfully refuse to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can you tell us about any of those murders? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then when the police raided the LaBrea Social Club, 
which was a club that was at least partially owned by you, they 
discovered an assortment of dishonest gambling devices. 

Can you tell us anything about that? 

Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. The information we have is that you pistol-whipped 
another man by the name of James “Jimmy” Utley; you beat a waiter 
in a restaurant and assaulted the chief of the Los Angeles Office of 
the Federal Narcotics Bureau. Isthat correct? 

Mr. CoueEn. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Yet when you were a professional boxer, according 
to the information we have—Mr. McCoy was your manager—you had 
three fights and you were knocked out in all three of them; is that 
right? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Several of your close friends have been killed. 
Neddie Herbert was your bodyguard. Was he shot and killed? 

Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And Sam Rummel, who was your attorney, and 
business partner? He waskilled? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Harry Rothman, who was on your payroll, was 
killed ¢ 

Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
itmay tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. There have been approximately 10 attempts on 
your life, is that right, and you have been wounded once? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
itmay tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And three other of your close associates, Dave Ogul, 
Frank Nicoli, and Bill Howard, have all disappeared and have never 
been heard of ? 

Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. All were on bail at the time, waiting disposition of 
certain criminal charges against them; is that right? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
itmay tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And recently—this is background—you stated that 
“the people of Los Angeles ought to get down on their knees and thank 
God for Mickey Cohen.” Is that right? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Couen. I didn’t get that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you make a statement recently, publicly, that 
“the people of Los Angeles ought to get down on their knees and 
thank God for Mickey Cohen” ? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have been arrested 32 times altogether, have you 
not ? 

Mr. Conen. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that right? 

Mr. Conen. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, let me ask you about this: According to the 
information that we have, you declared less than $1,500 as income in 
1957. Isthat right? 

Mr. Coven. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And some $1,200 in 1956? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

he Coarrman. What year was that $10,000 paid ? 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1957. 

The CHarrman. How much of that did you get, from the $10,000? 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Sica declared in 1957, according to our informa- 
tion, from the reports that we have, some $2,500, and Mr. Cohen in 

1955 declared less than $1,500. 

The Cuarrman. What was the company that paid the $10,000? 

Mr. Kennepy. The Rowe Co. 

The Cuamman. How much of that $10,000 did you get, Mr. Cohen?" 
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Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer, Senator, on the 
grounds that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuatrrMan. You got more than you reported as income, didn’t 
you, just a little? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Did you get any other payoffs that year besides 
that $10,000 ? 

Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CHarrmMan. You couldn’t remember the number of arrests and 
convictions you have had. Can you remember the number of shake- 
downs you have made, extracting money, extorting money from 
people ? 

Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Despite that, you just purchased within the last 10 
days a 1959 Cadillac convertible, did you not, Mr. Cohen ? 

Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that I 
believe it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you at one time had a $25,000 especially bullet- 
proofed automobile, 300 suits, 1,500 pairs of socks, 60 pairs of shoes, 
and $275 you spent for silk lounging pajamas. Is that right? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that I 
believe it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Have you ever earned an honest dollar in your life? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Actually, you were convicted of income tax violation 
in 1951 and served until October of 1955; is that right ? 

Mr. Conen. That is true. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us what your source of income is now! 

Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have a flower shop, do you not, Michael Cohen’s 
Flower Shop ? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us any source of income that you have 
now ? 

Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that I 
believe it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you presently owe the U.S. Government some 
$512,000 in back taxes ¢ 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. With this as background, we have the testimony of 
Mr. Vaughn that you stated that you had received a telephone call 
from an individual who had offered you a contract for $50,000 to put 
the lights out of Mr. Seedman; is that correct ? 

Mr. Conen. I got nothing to do with electricity. I don’t know. I 
respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it may tend to 
incriminate me. 
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Mr. Kennepy. ‘That is very funny. 

Now, would you tell us whether you made that statement ? 

Mr. Cowen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us what you meant by that, Mr. 
Cohen ? 

Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. About the time that many of these things were going 
on, you were described, out in California, by a minister who had great 
hopes for you, as one who “is sincerely interested in spiritual things 
and leading a new life.” 

In view of that, could you tell us a little bit about what your income 
js, and whether you mentioned that you had been offered $50,000 to 

ut Mr. Seedman’s lights out ? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. If you want to show that you are sincerely interested 
inspiritual things and leading a new life, you could help us with giving 
usthat information, Mr. Cohen. 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that I 
sincerely believe that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Cohen, are you sincerely interested in spiritual 
things and leading a new life? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Seeator Mounpr. Your answer to that must be no, then, because it 
couldn’t incriminate you if you said yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Amongst your associates are Mr. Fred and Joe Sica; 
isthat right ? 

Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Max Tannenbaum, a former New York hoodlum ? 

Mr. Coen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. William K. Howard, a former prison inmate at 
McNeil ? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Philip Packer, formerly of Joliet and San Quentin ? 

Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Harry “Happy” Heltzer, who served in the Federal 
Prison, Atlanta ? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Seymour Pellar, who was sentenced to 10 years at 
Joliet, for kidnaping ? 

Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Itchy Mandel, of the Stagehands Union ? 

Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And Babe McCoy, who has been barred from boxing, 
is another one of your associates ? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is the one who made the arrangements for you to 
meet with Mr. Vaughn; is that right? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 0 

Mr. Kennepy. Originally, you laughed at the idea that you would 
need only $5,000 for remaining neutral and offered to loan Mr. Vaughn 
another $5,000 so a total of $10,000 would be paid; is that right? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently it was agreed that you would be paid 
$10,000 ; is that right ? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. We also had the testimony this morning by Mr. 
Sherry in connection with various efforts to take over his union. 
Could you tell us anything about that? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Sherry stated before the committee that he was 
approached by somebody on two occasions who said they were repre- 
senting you. Were they in fact representing you? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us what connections you have had with 
any union or union officials in the Los Angeles area ? 

Mr. Cowen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us what your relationship has been 
with Mr. Itchy Mandel of the Stagehands Union? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have also had a close association with Mr. Babe 
Triscaro, of Cleveland, Ohio, of the Teamsters? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. As a matter of fact, Triscaro has been out to visit 
with you, has he not? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is second in charge of all of the Teamsters in the 
State of Ohio and declared some $133,000 on his income tax in 1956, 
most of it coming from trucking companies. Do you know anything 
about that? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you had any business dealings with Triscaro? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell the committee why he came out to 
yisit you? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Cohen, it was testified, I believe, in the Kefauver 
hearings, that you borrowed some $5,800 from Tony Milano of Cleve- 
Jand. Did you ever repay him the money ? 

Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know either John or Thomas Scalise, 
of Ohio? 

Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. I believe that is all. 

The CuarrmMan. Are there any further questions? 

Mr. Kennepy. I do have a couple of other things, Mr. Chairman. 

We also understand you are an associate of Frank Ericson, Frank 
Costello, Joe Adonis, and Tony Accardo. Is that right? 

Mr. Couen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you also have made visits around the country. 
You tried to move in even down in Nashville, Tenn., did you not, 
several years ago? 

Mr. Conen. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
rn tend to incriminate me. 

he CuarrMan. All right, you may stand aside. 

The committee will stand in recess until 10:30 tomorrow morning. 
The meeting tomorrow morning will be in room 1202. That is in the 
new building. 

(Members of the select committee present at time of recess: Senators 
McClellan, Mundt, and Capehart. 

(Whereupon, at 3:48 p.m. the select committee recessed, to recon- 
vene in room 1202, Senate Office Building, at 10:30 a.m. Wednesday, 
March 25, 1959.) 
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WEDNESDAY, MARCH 25, 1959 


U.S. Senate, 
SeLtect CoMMITTEE ON IMPROPER ACTIVITIES 
IN THE Lasor OR MANAGEMENT FIELD, 
Washington, D.C. 

The select committee met at 10:30 a.m., pursuant to Senate Resotu- 
tion 44, agreed to February 2, 1959, in room 1202, Senate Office 
Building, Senator John L. McClellan (chairman of the select com- 
mittee) presiding. 

Members of the select committee present: John L. McClellan, Demo- 
crat, Arkansas; Karl E. Mundt, Republican, South Dakota; John F. 
Kennedy, Democrat, Massachusetts; Frank Church, Democrat, Idaho; 
Homer E. Capehart, Republican, Indiana; Carl T. Curtis, Republican, 
Nebraska; also present: Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel; Walter R. 
May, assistant counsel; John P. Constandy, assistant counsel; Arthur 
G. Kaplan, assistant counsel; Sherman S. Willse, investigator; Ruth 
Young Watt, chief clerk. 

The CuarrmMan. The committee will come to order. 

(Members of the select committee present at time of convening: 
Senators McClellan and Capehart.) 

The CuatrMan. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we are starting this morning on the 
Miami phase of the coin machine business. The first witness is Mr. 
Leonard Baitler. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Baitler, come forward, please. Be sworn. 

You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Barrier. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF LEONARD BAITLER 


The Cuarmman. Mr. Baitler, state your name, your place of resi- 
dence, and your business or occupation, please, sir. 
Mr. Barrier. My name is Leonard Baitler. I reside at 1361 North- 
west 133d Street, Miami, Fla. I am a coin machine mechanic. 
The CuatrmMan. Do you waive counsel ? 
Mr. Barrier. Yes, sir. 
The CHatrman. Thank you. 
Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 
Mr. Kennepy. You spell your name B-a-i-t-l-e-r; is that correct ? 
Mr. Barrier. That is correct. 
17335 
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Mr. Kennepy. You are what—37 years old? 

Mr. Barrier. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Unmarried, and you were in the Army Air Corps 
between 1942 and 1946? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was when you started residing in the Miamj 
area; is that right? 

Mr. Barruer. I first came to Miami just prior to my enlistment in 
the Air Force in January 1942, but I returned there after the war, 

Mr. Kennepy. You have been in the coin machine business for 
approximately 20 years, starting at the age of about 16; is that right? 

Mr. Barrier. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are now acoin machine mechanic? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. From 1956, for approximately 2 years, you were in 
Japan as a salesman for the Bible and for other holy educational 
books; is that right? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You went back into the coin machine business jn 
1946, is that right, after you got out of the Air Corps? 

Mr. Bartier. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What were you doing? What kind of work were 
you doing then? 

Mr. Barrier. I was employed as a mechanic on jukeboxes, coin- 
operated phonographs, and amusement machines, vending machines, 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any dealings then with a Mr. Harvey 
Campbell ? 

Mr. Barrier. This was at a later date, Mr. Kennedy. This would 
have been in 1949, I believe. 

The Cuarrman. We have a mimeographed list of people whose 
names will be referred to today. I will make this exhibit 68 for 
reference. 

The fact that a name appears on this list does not mean, necessarily, 
that derogatory testimony will be given against them, but it is to 
help identify the people who may be referred to in testimony. 

(List referred to was marked “Exhibit 68” for reference and may 
be found in the files of the select committee.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell us briefly what your connections 
with Mr. Harvey Campbell were, who formed the Miami Beach 
Amusement Association ? 

Mr. Barrier. I will try to recall as well as possible my dealings 
with Mr. Campbell. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just briefly. 

Mr. Barrier. Yes. 

In 1949, I believe it was, my employer on Miami Beach sold out to 
a company headed by Mr. Campbell. This company was known as 
the Capital Vending Co. Immediately following that, I went into 
the coin machine business myself. 

I developed a route of phonographs and amusement games. This 
route comprised mainly locations that had been purchased by Mr. 
Campbell from my former employer. Subseequantiity I sold my route 
to Mr. Campbell and the Capital Vending Co. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Campbell at that time indicated that his part- 

ner or the one that was backing him was Mr. Joe Massei; is that 
ight ¢ 

a Barrier. He did make that statement, but I never had any 
dealings with Mr. Massei. 

Mr. Kennepy. Directly, but Mr. Campbell indicated that the one 
behind him was Joe Massei; is that right ? 

Mr. Barrier. He did say that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Massei has the reputation of being a very prom- 
jnent figure in the underworld, at least in the past; is that correct? 

Mr. Barrier. I would say so. 

Mr. Kennepy. At that time there had been a considerable amount 
of interest in the Miami area in obtaining locations for coin machines 
because there was legislation pending in the State legislature dealing 
with legalizing certain kinds of gambling equipment; is that right? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. So that the locations where you had coin machines 
became unusually attractive, because it was possible then for these 
companies to place in this gambling equipment; is that right? 

Mr. Barrier. In the event that legislation was passed, the loca- 
tions would become valuable. 

Mr. Kennepy. So there was a considerable amount of interest by 
certain notorious figures in attempting to gain these locations during 
this period of time ¢ 

Mr. Barrier. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. That legislation was subsequently defeated? It 
was not passed ¢ 

Mr. Barrier. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1949 Mr. Campbell also went into business with 
Mr. Joe Mangone? 

Mr. Barrer. I am not sure of the chronology of that, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is just background for some of these individ- 
uals whose names arise later. 

Mr. Barrier. Yes, it was somewhere around that time; perhaps 
1950. 

Mr. Kennepy. What kind of business did they go into together? 

Mr. Barrier. This, as I recollect, was not an operating business, 
but a distributing business ; that is, involving the sale of coin-operated 
machines. 

Mr. Kennepy. And about this time also the association that had 
been formed by Mr. Campbell in order to control the industry, the 
Miami Beach Amusement Association, began to fade out itself; did 
it not ? 

Mr. Barrier. Well, you must understand, Mr. Kennedy, I was 
never a member of this organization. 

Mr. Kennepy. But the organization—you were aware of the fact 
of the organization ? 

Mr. Barrier. The organization existed ; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then faded out during the early 1950’s or 
late 1940's; is that right? 

Mr. Barrier. I would say so. 

Mr. Kennepy. About 1950 you went to work for a man by the 
name of Sam Taran? 
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Mr. Barrier. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Taran has had a considerable number of dif. 
ficulties himself with the law throughout the United States? 

Mr. Barrier. Well, I have read something of this in the newspaper, 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you a member of any union during this period 
of time? 

Mr. Barrier. Now, again, I am not sure on the dates. But I would 
say that my original initiation into the Electricians Union goes to 
1950 or 1951. Iam not positive of that, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was the International Brotherhood of Electy- 
cal Worker; is that right ? 

Mr. Barrier. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then did you begin, during the 1950's, 1953, and 
1954, begin to attempt to organize your fellow mechanics? 

Mr. Barrier. I did, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you approach the International Brotherhood 
of Electrical Workers about taking them into that union ? 

Mr. Barrier. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there some difficulty initially by the Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Electrical Workers ? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes. There was some reluctance regarding accept- 
ing them, but ultimately they were accepted and they were initiated 
into the Miami local of the Electricians Union. 

Mr. Kennepy. What local was that ? 

Mr. Barrier. No. 349. 

Mr. Kennepy. What period of time are we talking about now? 

Mr. Barrier. This would be about 414 years ago, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That would be 1954; is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrier. I would say the summer of 1954. Again, I am not 
positive on these dates. 

Mr. Krennepy. These mechanics had been working 60 or 70 hours 
a week and you were trying to get it down to a 40-hour week; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Barrier. That is correct, sir. Well, not 

Mr. Kennepy. How many mechanics did you get into the union? 

Mr. Barrier. I believe the amount was under 100. I am not 
positive of the figure. I would estimate about 80 or 85. 

Mr. Kennepy. This was Local 349 of the IBEW ? 

Mr. Barrier. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have your own section of it? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes. A unit was established—that is, a_parlia- 
mentary unit—known as unit 6. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any official position with it? 

Mr. Barter. I was the chairman, as differentiated from the Gen- 
eral President of the entire union. Each unit comprising a specific 
branch of the trade would have a chairman. 

Mr. Kennepy. The association itself—this was the activity in the 
union field. Around 1950 an association called the Amusement Ma- 
chine Operators Association of Miami was formed; is that right? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes. I am not sure of the exact nomenclature. It 
was referred to with the traditional initials, “AMOA”. It stood 
for Amusement or Automatic Machines. I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. From the records the name appears to be Amuse- 
ment Machine Operators Association of Miami. 
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That had Mr. William Blatt as president; is that right ? 

Mr. Barrier. He had been the president. Whether he was the 

resident at the time you referred to, Iam notcertain. 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1954, when you began your organizational work 
for the International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, was there 
some activity on the part of another union or another group to try 
to organize the employees into a union ? , 

Mr. Barrter. Yes. Again, I am not certain of the chronology, 
but I think it was ‘a short while following the initial drive on my part 
to organize the men into the Electricians | nion. I became aware of 
some organizing activity on the part of the Upholsterers International 
Union. I am not certain of the local number, but it was the Up- 
holsterers International Union, Miami local. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did the Upholsterers Union get into this 
field? What interest could the Upholsterers Union have in the field 
of mechanics working on coin machines? 

Mr. Barrier. Well, the question of jurisdiction in trade unionism 
is a moot one, but frankly at that time I could not see where they had 
any jurisdictional rights at all. However, they were active in signing 
up people. 

Mr. Kennepy. What local number was this of the Upholsterers 
Union ? 

Mr. Barrier. I am not certain if it was 398, perhaps. I am not sure 
of the number. 

Mr. Kennepy. Local 598 of the Upholsterers ? 

Mr. Barrier. That sounds familiar. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was running this union, Local 598 of the 
Upholsterers ? 

Mr. Barrier. The business manager and the most active organizer, 
I would say, was a gentleman named Charles Karpf. The president 
of record was a man named Frank Tacetta. Who the others were, 
I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is Charles Karpf—— 

Mr. Barrier. No, I stand corrected. Frank Tacetta, to the best of 
my recollection, was not the president of the Upholsterers local. 

Mr. Kennepy. But Charlie Karpf was the one that was behind it; 
was he not ? 

Mr. Barrier. Well, yes. He did the organizing work. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know anything about his background ? 

Mr. Barrier. At the initial stage of this, I did not, but I made 
certain inquiries. 

Mr. Kennepy. He has been arrested eight times and has three con- 
victions ; does he not ? 

Mr. Barrier. So his record indicates. 

Mr. Kennepy. Starting in 1944 for the possession of policy slips, 
to 1951 for grand larceny in the second degree in New York, where 
he received 1 to 2 years in the State prison. Then he was convicted 
of assault and battery in 1955, which was subsequent to this; was it not ? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was a dispute that arose out of this disagree- 
ment or his activities in Miami ? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did you know how he happened to come in and start 
to organize for the Upholsterers Union ? 

Mr. Barrier. I do not know this for a fact, Mr. Kennedy, but it 
would be an opinion if you would like me to venture it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Based on your experience at that time, and based 
on your contacts with these people, what did you learn about why 
he was in there ? 

Mr. Barrier. The business manager of the employers association, 
that is, the AMOA, was a gentleman named Anthony Randazzo. It 
my understanding that he made the contact with the Upholsterers 

nion. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did Anthony Randazzo happen to get in with 
the association ¢ 

Mr. Barrier. The exact details I do not know. Again, it is my 
understanding that there were certain difficulties within the coin- 
machine business, excessive and unethical competition, and the organi- 
zation employed Randazzo as their business agent to act as an arbi- 
trator or public relations man. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand that was an operation of the 
association, with Randazzo running it as a public relations man, to 
bring stability and control to the industry in the Miami area? And 
that it was going to be done through the setting up of this union, the 
Upholsterers Union ? 

Mr. Barrier. This was the general impression. 

Mr. Kennepy. I want to get something more specific. Based on 
your own experience—you were working in the field yourself—is that 
what the operation seemed to be ? 

Mr. Barrier. If I may offer an opinion again, in my opinion I 
don’t think Mr. Randazzo could accomplish that. However, he was 
hired for that purpose ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all I am asking you. 

Mr. Battier. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. The fact that he didn’t accomplish it shows the best 
answer to that. But the fact was that at that time there were efforts 
by the association to try to gain conrol over the industry, to bring 
stability to the industry, and the way that they were going to operate 
was through the formation of this union; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you learn that Mr. Randazzo and Mr. Karpf 
would go around together, to organize together, to try to get the oper- 
ators and the employees to join the union ? 

Mr. Barrurr. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you learn that they were telling the operators 
that they were not interested in the wages or hours or conditions of 
the employees, but that they were there to offer stability in the 
industry ? 

Mr. Barrier. I did, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, of course this fits into the general 
pattern that has been followed and which we have found throughout 
the other cities of the United States, and this is why the Miami area 
again is of some interest to us. 

Did you complain to the Upholsterers Union about the activities 
of Mr. Karpf? 
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Mr. Barrier. Yes;I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did that happen? 

Mr. Barrier. I am trying to recollect the date to the best of my 
ability, sir. I believe it was four and a half years ago. That would 
have been in the early winter of 1955. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you see Mr. Hoffman, Mr. Sal Hoffman, presi- 
dent of the International Upholsterers Union ? 

Mr. Barrier. I did. When I was convinced that the so-called or- 

nizational drive under Mr. Karpf was not a true organizational 
effort, that it had no particular interest in the workingmen who 
were to become members of that union, I contacted the international 

resident of the Upholsterers, and he came to Miami Beach and met 
with myself and a business agent of the Electricians Union. When 
I made him aware of the situation, with documentary evidence, he 
said he would take action. Within the next few days he revoked the 
charter of the Upholsterers Union. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did that stop Mr. Karpf? 

Mr. Barrier. Not at all. It appears that he had another charter. 

Mr. Kennepy. From whom did he receive that charter? 

Mr. Barrier. From the United Textile Workers of America. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did the United Textile Workers of America 
have to do with organizing employees in the coin machine business ¢ 

Mr. Barrier. Absolutely nothing. 

Mr. Kennepy. To the same extent as the Upholsterers Union ? 

Mr. Barrier. Well, even less. The Upholsterers assume juris- 
diction over furniture workers. A jukebox has a wooden cabinet, 
but it has no textiles whatsoever in it. However, this is a moot point. 
The fact is that the shift was made from the Upholsterers’ charter, 
which was revoked, to a charter of the Textile Workers. Those men 
who had been signed up for the Upholsterers suddenly become 
Textile Workers. 

Mr. Kennepy. At the beginning of 1955—well, first, going back a 
little bit, had there been some concern by some of the operators in 
the Miami area about the fact that they had linked up with Randazzo 
and with Karpf? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did some of the operators, because they objected 
to this operation, did they secede from the association ? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was at the end of 1944, was it not? 

Mr. Barrier. 1954, sir. 

The Kennepy. The end of 1954? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes. This activity took place in the early winter, 
tothe best of my recollection. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then on March 17, 1955, or thereabouts, the two 
associations came back together; is that right? The Automatic 
Music Guild and the Amusement Machine Operators Association 
merged as the Amalgamated Machine Operators Association 

Mr. Barrier. I am not certain of the date, but that is what hap- 

ned. There were two factions and then the two factions merged 

kinto one. The exact date I am not sure of. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was the president of that ? 
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Mr. Batter. I believe the first president of this Amalgamated, 
so-called, that is, the merger of the two factions, was Harry Simand. 
I am not ‘positiv e, but I am reasonably certain. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is the former manager of the Grand Hotel? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Which has a close association, once again, with Mr, 
Massei; is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrier. That is rumored. 

Mr. Kennepy. This merged association agreed to enter into an 
arrangement first with local 598 of the Upholsterers Union? 

Mr. Barrier. I think, sir—again, the chronology eludes me after 
4 years, but I think at the time of the mer ger the Upholsterers loca] 
was nonexistent. So the recognition w ould. have taken place between 
the Amalgamated and the Textile Workers. Of this I am not certain, 

Mr. KENNEDY. I think the record shows that first they joined u 
with local 598 and subsequently they went in with the United Textile 
Workers of America, local 296. But in any case, they did make an 
agreement with Charlie Karpf? 

Mr. Barrier. That is right. Exactly what union it was, I am not 
certain. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was this union charging money for these stamps, 
the union stamps, the union labels? 

Mr. Barrier. I am not certain of this, sir. They issued labels, and 
it is highly unlikely that they would have been issued without charge. 
I am not certain what the charge was. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened to you in your operation during 
this period of time? 

The United Textile Workers is active, with Mr. Karpf, and what 
about your operation ? 

Mr. Barrier. Well, prior to recognition by the majority of oper- 
ators of the United Textile Workers, Mr. Karpf obtained from the 
business manager of the Electricians Union a disavowal of juris- 
diction. In other words, despite the fact that some 75 or 80 coin 
machine mechanics had been accepted into the Electricians, had been 
formally initiated and paid their initiation fee, they were expelled, 
shall we say, from the Electricians. 

The business manager of the Electricians issued a written state- 
ment to the effect that the Electricians had no desire to represent 
these men and that they would not exercise jurisdiction over these 
men. Consequently, on ‘the basis of this letter, Mr. Karpf was able 
to obtain recognition from the employers. 

The CHairman. How much initiation fee was charged ? 

Mr. Barrier. In the Electricians Union, sir? 

The CuatrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Barrier. I believe it was $15. 

The CuarrMan. What were the dues? 

Mr. Barrier. I believe at that time—it has been changed many 
times since. I believe at that time it was $5 a month. 

The Cuatrman. As I understand, iar accepted them into the 
Electrical Union and then they kicked them out ? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Did they refund their initiation fee ? 
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Mr. Barrier. On request of any man they did refund the initiation 
fee. | 
The CuHairMAN. They just would not accept them ? 

Mr. Bairter. Well, according to the constitution and by-laws of 
the Electricians Union, they were formally accepted when they took 
the oath of obligation and paid their initiation fee, and they should 
not have been expelled except under certain processes that are de- 
scribed in the constitution. 

The CuHarrMan. In other words, expelled for cause. 

Mr. Barrier. Yes. But they were just summarily dismissed and 
the jurisdiction was turned over to Mr. Karpf and the Textile Workers. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was it that agreed to this in the International 
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers? 

Mr. Barrier. I was not consulted in regard to it. The first thing 
I knew about it was when a certain operator who was about to recog- 
nize the Electricians Union called my attention to the existence 
of this letter, which Mr. Karpf had shown him. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was it that wrote the letter? 

Mr. Barrier. Mr. William Johnson, the business manager of the 
Electricians Local 349. 

Mr. Kennepy. What possible explanation is there for his turning 
over those 75 members of his union to the Textile Workers? 

Mr. Barrier. I do not know. Most unions strive to obtain members. 
Here was a block of 75 or 80 members who had been recruited and 
now were thrown out. Mr. Johnson’s explanation to me and to the 
executive board for this action was that the stigma attached to the 
coin machine business was not desirable for the Electricians, which 
is a prosperous and highly respected union in Miami. My conten- 
tion was that the men were accepted in good faith, they paid their 
initiation fee, they were bona fide workingmen, and they were en- 
titled to representation by the union. However, Mr. Johnson 
prevailed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Of course, what this amounted to was to turn them 
over to what amounted to a racket union, run by a racketeer. 

Mr. Barrier. Exactly, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And set up by the operators rather than by the 
union members themselves ? 

Mr. Barrier. Exactly. 

The CuarrmMan. Were the men helpless in that situation? Could 
they not do anything about it ? 

Mr. Barrier. No, sir, they could not. I appealed to the interna- 
tional president of the Electricians, with no favorable results. 

The CuatrMan. Were the men given a free choice as to which 
union they should belong to or should not ? 

Mr. Barrier. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, they were just pawns being traded 
around ¢ 

Mr. Barrier. I would say, sir, that every one of the men that I 
recruited into the Electricians Union came in voluntarily and of 
his own free will, realizing that the wage scale that the Electricians 
have obtained in Miami is the highest in the area, that their degree 
of skill is the equivalent of an electrician and that their work is 
basically electrical work. They came of their own free will into the 
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Electricians, but they entered the Upholsterers and subsequently the 
Textile Workers under duress pure and simple, because the contract 
that was agreed to by the Textile Workers called for a $50 a week 
pay scale with no ee as to hours or working conditions, 

Now, every man that joined the Upholsterers was getting in excess 
of $50 a week. So it was quite obvious that union membership in 
the Upholsterers or the Textile Workers offered no benefits what- 
soever. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, kicking them out of the Electrica] 
Union and forcing them into the Textile Union certainly was not 
for the benefit of the employees? 

Mr. Barter. Definitely not, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And it did place them in the position of great dis- 
advantage because they were receiving greater wages than was being 
paid under the Textile contract ? : 

Mr. Barrier. Well, let me point out that no one, neither union nor 
employer, paid any particular attention to the contract. In other 
words, if an experienced mechanic were earning, let us say, $85 or 
$90 a week, his wages were not reduced because of the contract. The 
contract was merely a scrap of paper. 

The CuarrmMan. Merely a what? 

Mr. Barrier. Merely a scrap of paper. It had no significance. 

The CuarrMan. Just an excuse for collecting dues and that is all? 

Mr. Barrier. I would say so, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Allright. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Baitler, did you understand that the association 
was collecting 50 cents per machine, which was to be split amongst 
the association ? 

Mr. Barrier. I have heard this, sir. I am not certain of it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you approached by Karpf or anyone else on 
his behalf to get out of the business yourself prior to the time the 
Electrical Workers lifted the charter ? 

Mr. Battier. I was. 

Mr. Kennepy. By whom were you approached ? 

Mr. Barrier. While this, shall we call it, jurisdictional dispute was 
going on, Mr. Karpf contacted me by telephone. It should be under- 
stood that at this point I was doing this organizational work on a 
part-time basis, that I was actively employed as a coin machine 
mechanic. But Mr. Karpf contacted me on my service number and 
asked to see me, so I paid him the courtesy of a visit in his office. 

At that time we had a talk that was—I don’t know, not particularly 
unfriendly. At that time he offered me a job as an organizer and 
business agent for his Upholsterers, or Textile Werkers. Again, I 
am not certain whether it was the Upholsterers or Textile Workers 
on that day, but it was one or the other. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was your answer to that ? 

Mr. Barrier. Well, my answer could only be negative, because it 
was obvious what this was all about. He realized that I had the con- 
fidence of the men, that I was their elected leader, and I could bring 
them in docilely into his organization. My objection was obvious. 
Their organization offered nothing to the men, it was strictly a pro- 
tective device for the employers. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you approached at all by Randazzo, or by 
anybody from the association ? 
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Mr. Barrier. Yes. This comes a little later, chronologically, but 
I did have one meeting with Mr. Randazzo in a restaurant that he 
managed. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was related to you? What was said to you 
at that time / 

Mr. Barrier. Well, generally the same thing, that if I would go 
along with this other movement, it would perhaps be advantageous 
for me. } 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you also approached by Joe Indellicato ? 

Mr. Battier. No. I have never met Mr. Indellicato in my life, nor 
have I ever had any dealings with him that I know of. 

Mr. Kennepy. The Textile Workers assumed jurisdiction and the 
Electrical Workers lifted jurisdiction, and there were still some of 
the operators who were holding out against this organization and this 
operation. Was there some violence around Miami? 

(At this point Senator Mundt entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Barrier. There was one specific instance of violence. 

Mr. Kennepy. What occurred? There was a stinkbombing, was 
there not ? 

Mr. Barrier. Well, again, sir, I must point out that this is, again, 
hearsay. This was never conclusively laid to union activity. Yes, a 
stinkbomb, so-called, was dropped into the premises of one of the 
distributors. The culprit was never apprehended. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are very careful. It was during the time that 
this dispute and this controversy was going on ? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And somebody was beaten up ? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they were beaten up by individuals on the oppo- 
site side in this controversy ? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you lay that to the controversy ? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes, definitely. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened in that case ? 

Mr. Battier. This specific instance is founded on fact, of course. 
One of the distributors, Taran Distributing, specifically, distributing 
for the Rockola phonograph, and this would be in the spring of 1955, 
April of 1955, the Rockola Manufacturing Co. came out with a new 
model of a jukebox. This jukebox was being displayed on a certain 
Sunday in April at the premises of the Taran Distributing Co. Every 
employee, every service employee, every qualified mechanic in Taran 
Distributing was a member of the International Brotherhood of 
Electrical Workers, having paid their initiation fee, and having been 
obligated, according to the bylaws of the Electricians Union. 

On that Sunday when this factory showing took place, I arrived 
there as did many other people to see the new machine, and there were 
pickets walking in front of the premises of Taran Distributing Co., 
carrying placards which said, “Unfair to organized labor,” and 
“UTWA Local” something or other. These pickets were not known 
to me. 

_ They were definitely not any pecple who worked in the coin machine 
industry locally. But they were being supervised by Mr. Karpf and 
Mr. Tacetta, the president of the Textile Workers Local. 
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Shall I proceed ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes, briefly. 

Mr. Barrier. The picketing was orderly. It was obviously with. 
out legal basis, as this union Sead no representation, nor any interest 
in this establishment. However, it was a Sunday. It would have 
been impossible to obtain an injunction to enjoin the picketing. So 
they walked up and down quite peacefully. 

And the picketing, shall I say, was effective, by nature of enforcing 
a boycott. 

Remember, at that point the majority of the operators, the em- 
ployers, had recognized the Textile Workers. Therefore, they would 
not. cross the picket line to attend this showing of the new machine. 

To go a little further, one young man, a coin machine mechanic 
and a member of the Electricians Union, started a little discussion, 
which proved unwise, with one of the pickets. This discussion was 
not violent, but it concerned exactly what we have touched on, in 
what manner did the Textile Workers assume jurisdiction over the 
coin machine mechanics. Specifically, this man asked the picket if 
he were a coin machine mechanic and how the Textile Workers came 
into the coin machine business, and so forth and so on. 

This conversation continued for a few minutes. The picket finally 
said, “I can’t talk to you while I am picketing, while 1 am carrying 
the sign.” He said, “Let’s go up the street and discuss this thing,” 
or words to that effect. This was in my hearing. 

The picket removed his picket signs and walked up the street with 
this man. It was perhaps 100 yards from the premises, within full 
view, though, that the assault took place; whereby this young man 
was assaulted by Mr. Karpf and the pickets. 

Subsequently arrests were made and convictions were obtained. 
That was the incident of violence. 

The Cuarman. How many assaulted him? 

Mr. Barrier. Four, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Four to one? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Karpf, and Mr. Randazzo were present also? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who were the other individuals? James Ramares? 

Mr. Barrer. It turned out that the picket that initiated this dis- 
pute was a young man named David Wolosky, I believe, Mr. Karpf’s 
stepson. The other picket—I don’t recollect his name. I had never 
seen either of the pickets prior to that day. 

Mr. Kennepy. The other one was James Ramares, who was a 
painter, who evidently was picketing ? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes, and a nonunion painter, incidentally. 

Mr. Kennepy. A nonunion painter ? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequent to this, there was so much controversy 
about their activities and the beating of this man, and there was great 
public pressure in the Miami area on this activity, was there not? 

Mr. Scare. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And there was a considerable amount of public 
interest that was generated by the press ? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And the activities of the Crime Commission in 
Miami as well as the newspapers led to the termination of these 
activities by Mr. Karpf; is that right? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently, these employees were taken over by 
the jurisdiction or into the Teamsters Union; is that right ¢ 

Mr. Barrier. No. Prior to that, sir, because, as Senator McClellan 
pointed out, these men felt that they were mere pawns of union bosses, 
several of them appealed to me, and we obtained an independent 
charter, a State charter, from the circuit court, and we formed an 
independent union known as the Coin Machine Servicemen’s Union. 
All members of this union were bona fide coin machine mechanics, of 
considerable experience, and we obtained recognition for that union 
from several of the operating companies. ; 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently you went into the Teamsters Union? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you became on organizer for the Teamsters 
ourself ? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes, that is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you remained for some time and then left for 
personal reasons; is that right? 

Mr. Barrier. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. The Teamsters Union in Miami now has jurisdic- 
tion over these individuals? 

Mr. Barrier. Well, Mr. Kennedy, I resigned my position as an 
organizer for the Teamsters in September of 1956. 

Mr. Krnnepy. How many people did you have in at that time, 
in the coin machine business ? 

Mr. Barrier. Total membership ? 

Mr. Kennepy. In the Teamsters. 

Mr. Barrier. The total membership, when I left, I think was about 
1,000. How many coin machine people? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Barrier. Now, again, this is merely an estimation. I would 
say at the time of my departure from Miami, and resignation from 
the Teamsters, the membership of coin machine people might have 
been about 60 or 70. I am not certain of this, sir, and I would have 
no way of knowing unless I would have access to the records of that 
time. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the rest of the employees, the rest of the people 
inthe Miami area were not in any union ¢ 

Mr. Barrier. As far as I know, they were not. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Are there any questions ? 

If not, sir, thank you very much. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Helow. 

The Cuarrman. Be sworn, please. 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before 
this Senate Select Committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Herow. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF DONALD HELOW 


The Cuarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
occupation, please. 

Mr. Hetow. Donald Helow, 1361 Northwest 133d Street; coin ma- 
chine mechanic. 

The Cuarrman, Do you waive counsel ? 

Mr. Hetow. Yes, sir. 

The CuHaimman. All right; proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. At the end of March 1955, you were self-employed 
operating the Union Coin Machine Service? 

Mr. Hetow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had started that some 214 years previously? 

Mr. Hetow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were engaged in servicing and repairing coin 
machines, and had some seven accounts with a total of about 500 
pieces of equipment ? 

Mr. Hetow. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. One of your accounts told you that you should gee 
Charlie Karpf about joining Karpf’s union, local 298 of the United 
Textile Workers of America? 

Mr. Herow. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You then attended a meeting of the coin machine 
technicians at the United Textile Workers Building in Miami in April 
of 1955; is that right? 

Mr. Hetow. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Karpf addressed the group at that time? 

Mr. Hetow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. After the meeting, Karpf approached you and an 
employee of yours, a man by the name of Wyckoff about joining the 
union; is that right? 

Mr. Hetow. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he say to you at that time? 

Mr. Hetow. He said that we had to join his union to stay in 
business, and to guarantee $42 a week plus paying him $1 a week dues. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much was this employee getting at that time? 

Mr. Hetow. I was paying him $90 take-home pay. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Karpf said he would guarantee him $42 
a, week ? 

Mr. Hetow. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he would have to take $1 out to pay the dues? 

Mr. Hetow. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. So there wasn’t much interest shown by you, because 
you were self-employed, or by your employee, because he was making 
twice as much as they even offered; is that right ? 

Mr. Hetow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have some urging on the part of some of 
the accounts that you serviced to join the union? 

Mr. Hetow. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you told them that you were not interested; 
is that right ? 

Mr. Hexow. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you lose some of your accounts then when you 
refused to join the union ? 
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Mr. Hevow. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. So there was pressure on the part of the employers 
for you to join the union? 

Mr. Hetow. Definite. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had an application in for Local 349 of the 
International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers; is that right? 

Mr. Hetow. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that organizing was being done by Mr. Baitler, 
the previous witness. Lane 

On April 24, during this time that you had your application in 
with the Electrical Workers, the Taran Distributing Co., for whom 
you did some work, or for whom you had once worked, I believe, 
was having a showing for a new kind of machine? 

Mr. Hetow. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you attended the showing, did you not? 

Mr. Hetow. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. There were pickets in front? 

Mr. Hetow. There was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you go into the building ? 

Mr. Hetow. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then you came out ? 

Mr. Hetow. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was in order to service the account ? 

Mr. Hetow. I had an account to service that day. That is the reason 
Tleft. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you run into any difficulty when you left the 
building ? 

Mr. Hetow. I sure did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you relate to the committee what happened ? 

Mr. Hetow. Well, the picket was walking by the door. I stopped to 
ask him where he was from. I had never seen him in the business. 
He told me he is from the Textile Workers. I asked him, “What are 
you picketing here for?” 

Mr. Kennepy. Speak up a little louder, please. 

Mr. Hetow. I asked him what he was picketing there for from the 
Textile Workers. He said, “We are organizing the coin machine men,” 
and at that time one of his leaders, Tacetta, he told the picket to take 
a walk up the street, it is against the rules for a picket to stop and talk. 

So I walked up the street and we kept talking about the jurisdiction 
of the Textile Workers. There was no arguments or anything. About 
300 feet up, I got hit behind the neck and in the head, and my feet just 
went paralyzed. 

This fellow walking up the street, later I found out he was a boxer, 
he jumped on me, we polled into the gutter, he stuck his knees into my 
neck and chest, while Mr. Karpf and Randazzo and the other two 
pickets started beating me up. 

Mr. Kennepy. They knocked you on the ground ? 

Mr. Hetow. That is right. 

Mr, Kennepy. There were four of them? 

Mr. Hetow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Karpf and Randazzo were two of them ? 

Mr. Hetow. Yes, sir. I found out later this Ramares, who was a 
painter, and the stepson of Karpf, who was imported from New York 
tocarry the signs. 











17350 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


Mr. Kennepy. He had been a boxer, had he not ? 

Mr. Hevow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you knocked unconscious? 

Mr. Hetow. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you go to the hospital afterwards ? 

Mr. Hetow. I did. The police took me right to the hospital. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have some difficulty then ? 

Mr. Hetow. I did. I wasn’t able to work for approximately 2 or 3 
weeks. I didn’t feel right for about 3 months and I lost all my accounts, 
I was completely out of business. 

Senator Munpr. Did this occur during daylight hours? 

Mr. Hetow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Did the police intervene? 

Mr. Hetow. They weren’t there. 

Senator Munpr. Did the police pick up the people who beat you? 

Mr. Hetow. They didn’t until I swore out a warrant for them. Then 
they did ; yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. They picked up all four of them ? 

Mr. Hetow. Not four of them. I didn’t know the names of the other 
two, but I did know Randazzo and Karpf and they were picked up, 

Senator Munpr. Was this in a pretty well populated part of town! 
Were you attacked in broad daylight ? 

Mr. Hetow. It was populated. 

Senator Munpr. Out on the outskirts of town ? 

Mr. Hetow. Yes, it is on the outskirts of the city. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently you preferred charges against these 

ople? 

Mr. Hewow. I did, with the help of Dan Sullivan of the crime com- 
mission. We had them convicted with a six-man jury. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Randazzo and Karpf were convicted; is that 
right? 

Ir. Hetow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it in your estimation because of the fact that you 
had gone in there and were not interested in joining the union that this 
occurred ? 

Mr. Hetow. No. I had been threatened right along, and I gradually 
kept losing my accounts. I just wouldn’t pay attention tothem. I had 
found out about Karpf’s background and Randazzo’s association. I 
didn’t want to have anything to do with them. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you think that was the reason you were 
beaten up? 

Mr. Hetow. I believe so. I thought they would use me for an 
example. 

Mr. Kennepy. You thought they used you as an example? 

Mr. Hetow. I thought so. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that is why you were beaten up ? 

Mr. Hetow. Ithoughtso. That was my opinion. 

Mr. Kennepy. Prior to that, you had lost some accounts and you 
lost more accounts after that? 

Mr. Hetow. I ended up with one. 

Mr. Kennepy. This was because of the close arrangement that had 
existed between the association, the employers and this union? 
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Mr. Hetow. I believe so. Well, you see, the people I did work for, 
they had an investment in their machines. My only investment was 
my knowledge of repairing equipment. 

‘Mr. Kennepy. In your estimation, was this union an employer-dom- 
inated union, the Textile Workers? Was the union controlled by the 
association ¢ 

Mr. Hetow. I really don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was Mr. Randazzo present at the time the picketing 
was taking place? 

Mr. Hetow. He was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know why he was present; why he was there? 

Mr. Hextow. I understood later he had something to do with the 
union also. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Thank you. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Norman. 

The CuarrmMAn. You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give 
before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Norman. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ROBERT NORMAN 


The CuarrMan, State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Norman. My name is Robert Norman. I reside at 2284 South- 
west 6th Street in Miami. I am in the coin-machine business. Until 
recently I was general manager for Southern Music Co. 

The CnarrMan. You waive counsel, do you? 

Mr. Norman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. About November of 1954, Mr. Tony Randazzo and 
man by the name of Tom Mura approached you; is that right? 

Mr. Norman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. With the proposition about organizing a union in 
the jukebox industry ? 

Mr. Norman. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. As background, the Southern Music Co. has about 
2,500 machines; is that right ? 

Mr. Norman. Throughout the State of Florida. 

Mr. Kennepy. Jukebox amusement machines ? 

Mr. Norman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And it is operated and owned by a man by the name 
of Ron Rood ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Norman. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did Mr. Randazzo and Mr. Mura say to you 
at that time? 

Mr. Norman. They suggested that they might be instrumental in see- 
ing that we would de more business if we were to join the operator’s 
association. 

Mr. Kennepy. The Amusement Machine Operator’s Association ? 

Mr. Norman. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Krennepy. Did they say if you joined the association, as an in- 
ducement they would see to it that the operators would buy more of 
your machines? 

Mr. Norman. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you say about that ? 

Mr. Norman. I told them I had no authority, that I was not inter. 
ested, and I referred them to my employer, Mr. Rood. 

Mr. Kennepy. At that time, did you know anything about Mr. 
Randazzo? 

Mr. Norman. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He worked with the association, though; is that what 
you understood ? 

Mr. Norman. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, he was there representing the association? He 

was trying to get you to join the association ? 

Mr. Norman. Yes, but at the time he came in there, I knew nothing 
about him whatsoever. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know anything about Mr. Tom Mura? 

Mr. Norman. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know that Mr. Mura, who accompanied him 
on this trip, had been arrested nine times with four convictions ? 

Mr. Norman. I know nothing about him at all. 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1931 he was charged with burglary, reduced to 
unlawful entry; 1932, assault and robbery with a gun, which was 
changed to robbery, for which he received 3 to 6 years in Sing Sing; 
1936, in Concord, N. H., larceny, sentence suspended; 1936, in New 
York, robbery with a gun, for which he received 5 to 10 years. In 
addition to that, he had been arrested some three, four or five times, 
in addition. But these were the men who came to see you, Mr. Ran- 
dazzo and Mr. Mura? 

Mr. Norman. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You told them to see Mr. Rood? 

Mr. Norman. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was Mr. Rood’s reaction ? 

Mr. Norman. Mr. Rood refused to entertain a proposal in any shape 
or form. 

Mr. Kennepy. But they did go tosee Mr. Rood ? 

Mr. Norman. They did. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did Mr. Rood relate to you that they told him? 

Mr. Norman. They told him that they would see that the business 
was increased if they would sign up with the organization. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have to speak up. 

Mr. Norman. I say they told Mr. Rood that our business would be 
increased if we were to join with the organization. 

Mr. Kennepy, And was it explained to Mr. Rood at that time that 


Mr. Mura would be the one that was going to handle the union 
affairs ? 


Mr. Norman. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Randazzo was going to be there represent- 


ing the association, and Mr. Mura was going to be there representing 
the union; is that right ? 


Mr. Norman. That is correct. 


Mr. Kennepy. Did they indicate at that time what union Mr. 
Mura was with? 
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Mr. Norman. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then in November of 1954, the association members 
voted by secret ballot to relieve Randazzo of his $100 per week job 
that he had held for just a few months; is that right ? 

Mr. Norman. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. The next day a group of the association members 
pulled out of the association and formed a new association called the 
Automatic Music Guild; is that right? 

Mr. Norman. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they hired Randazzo as a public relations man? 

Mr. Norman. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Some of those that pulled out were Mangone and 
Blatt, Petrocine, X. Y. Zevely, Dave Friedman, Sam Marino; is that 
right ? 

fr. Norman. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. In the beginning of 1955, Mr. Karpf appeared in the 
picture ; is that right. 

Mr. Norman. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mura went out of the picture and Mr. Karpf started 
to goaround with Mr. Randazzo? 

Mr. Norman. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And started to organize the employees; is that right ? 

Mr. Norman. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the pressure was started to be put on all the 
employers to join up and become a member of this association, and 
make this arrangement with Mr. Randazzo and make the arrangement 
with Mr. Karpf? 

Mr. Norman. Well, I have no actual knowledge of that. I have 
heard it from various sources, but I actually don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Randazzo come to speak to you again? 

Mr. Norman. Yes, sir; he did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he tell you what a mistake you were making 
by not joining up with the association ? 

Mr. Norman. He told me that conditions would improve if we were 
to join the association. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then in the latter part of March 1955, a meeting was 
called of both the old and the new associations, and they joined to- 
gether, amalgamated; is that right? 

Mr. Norman. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And it was further decided then that they would 
recognize Charlie Karpf’s union, which was the Bedding Workers 
Local of the Upholsterers International Union ? 

Mr. Norman. Well, I heard that from various sources, but I didn’t 
actually have knowledge of it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know how they came to call it the Bedding 
Workers local of the Upholsterers Union? Do you know what the 
Bedding Local would have to do with the coin machine business? 

Mr. Norman. No. I thought it was amusing at the time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Randazzo came to see you accompanied by Charles 
Karpf and asked you to sign with the union? 

Mr. Norman. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. This was Randazzo that came to see you, and Karpf, 
and told you that you should join the union ? 
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Mr. Norman. Well, he asked me about if I had considered joining 
the association. 

(At this point Senator Mundt left the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. You told them you would have nothing to do with 
them ? 

Mr. Norman. I told them again that I would have nothing to do 
with it, and again referred them to Mr. Rood, because I didn’t have 
the authority. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they also urge you, Mr. Karpt, and Mr. Ran- 
dazzo, to join the union, or was it just the association ? 

Mr. Norman. Just the association. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know why Mr. Karpf, who was a union 
official, would be coming to you to urge you to join the association? 

Mr. Norman. No, sir; I have no idea. 

Mr. Kennepy. Several days later, on April 13, 1955, your place 
of business was stink-bombed ? 

Mr. Norman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell the committee what happened? 

Mr. Norman. Well, I don’t actually know what happened, except 
that Monday morning when I came to the office and opened the 
door, I had to close it and go right out again. We have 8,000 square 
feet of space. I called the police and they came in and investigated 
the matter and asked me if I had any idea who did it. I told them 
I had no idea. They asked me a number of questions. I told them 
that we had had some difficulty with the associations and so on, and 
perhaps—— 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you believe that your place was stink-bombed 
because of your opposition to the association and the union? 

Mr. Norman. Sir, I have no way of telling if that was the cause. 
It just seemed peculiar to me. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am asking what you believe. I know that nobody 
was apprehended, nobody was arrested and convicted. Do you believe 
that that was the reason your place was stink-bombed ? 

Mr. Norman. I believe that. I can think of no other reason for it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you remember writing a letter to Mr. John Had- 
dock, who was the president of AMI, Inc., on April 19, 1955? 

Mr. Norman. I wrote to Mr. John Haddock. 

Mr. Kennepy. In which you stated : 


I know you fully realize what a grave situation we are in. In my opinion, 
this was only a warning, and I think we may look forward to other things to 
come, along the same line. The preliminary gesture in the way of a stink bomb 
only tended to make me realize that if we agreed to go along with this hoodlum 
organization it would place us in the position of being forced to accept any 
terms they might dictate from then on. 


Mr. Norman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is the way you felt at the time? 

Mr. Norman. Definitely. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was to the president of the AMI? 

Mr. Norman. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Whose machines were you handling? 

Mr. Norman. Weare State distributors for the AMI music machine. 
Mr. Kennepy (reading). 


I know for a definite fact that it is the ultimate object of the parties involved 
to eventually attain the point where they can bargain with the distributors, by 
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exercising the control which they expect to have over the operators and their 
employees, by using their usual strong-arm methods. 

In this particular case they are merely resorting to the labor organization 
method as a subterfuge for their nefarious activities. 

Mr. Norman. That is the way I felt about it, and wrote Mr. Had- 
dock, who was very much interested in the situation. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was the situation at that time? 

Mr. Norman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then there was a great deal of havoc amongst the 
industry, and normal sales fell off ? 

Mr. Norman. Yes. We were doing very little in the way of sales. 

Mr. Kennepy. You also wrote in the letter that: 

Normal sales are entirely out of the picture. Under present conditions we 
would have to rely on the dictatorship to advise their followers if, when, and 
how many machines to buy, and from whom. 

This was an attempt, was it not, to gain complete control of the 
industry in the Miami area ? 

Mr. Norman. That was my opinion. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they were using the union as a method of enfore- 
ing their will; is that right? 

Mr. Norman. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was this collusive arrangement between certain 
employers and the union, and the union was dominated and controlled 
by gangsters and racketeers at that time ? 

Mr. Norman. Well, that was the general picture. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have not been able to get rid of the stench com- 
pletely from your place of business ? 

Mr. Norman. No,sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. I don’t like to place in the record that your place 
still smells 

Mr. Norman. It does on damp days. 

The Cuairman. How long ago did this occur? 

Mr. Norman. Approximately 4 years ago, to the best of my 
knowledge. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently, were you approached and was it sug- 
gested to you that there could be a mediator who could arrange peace 
in the industry. 

Mr. Norman. No, sir, I was not approached. My employer came 
down from Orlando. A meeting Sidi bebe arranged. I was invited to 
come along. The preliminary things were already arranged, and I 
merely went along with my employer. 

Mr. Kennepy. So there was a meeting held, was there not ? 

Mr. Norman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the mediator, the man who was going to—this 
was Mr. Karpf’s setup, he set up the meeting, is that right, or Mr. 
Karpf was present? 

Mr. Norman. Mr. Karpf was present; yes. 

Mr. Krennepy. And he had as a mediator a man by the name of 
Joe Scootch; is that right? 

Mr. Norman. Well, I don’t know who introduced Mr. Scootch. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Scootch was introduced as a mediator? 

Mr. Norman. He was; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was Joe Scootch? Did you know anything 
about him ? 
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Mr. Norman. I didn’t know anything about him until afterward, | 
had never heard of him. I didn’t know who he was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know he was also known as Joe Indellicato? 

Mr. Norman. I had no knowledge until later on. I didn’t know who 
he was or what he represented. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he had been arrested some four times and has 
threeconvictions. Is that right? 

Mr. Norman. I know nothing whatsoever about the man. 

Mr. Kennepy. The last conviction coming in 1932 for assault and 
robbery, where he received a sentence of 10 to 20 years in the State 
prison in New York. 

Why would a man with that background be selected as a mediator 
in the industry ? 

Mr. Norman. Sir, I frankly do not know. That was the only time 
ITeversawtheman. He left there. I read something about him later 
on, and I have never heard anything about him since. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why were there so many people with criminal 
records who were involved in this activity? Do you know? 

Mr. Norman. No,sir; I don’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. The meeting was broken up by reporters finding out 
about it ? 

Mr. Norman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And everybody ran ? 

Mr. Norman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. The reporters brought photographers with them, 
did they ? 

Mr. Norman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So it broke the meeting up ? 

Mr. Norman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then in June 1955 you wrote another letter to 
Haddock : 


In spite of all this unfavorable publicity, it seems that although the associa- 
tion is disposing of Karpf and his union they insist upon retaining Randazzo; 
although Rood and I offered strenuous objections to their policy, the association 
apparently insists upon pursuing the same course. 

It would seem to me that under the circumstances, all of the parties concerned 
should be grateful for the opportunity which is offered at this time to break away 
from the stranglehold which they as well as we have been confronted with. 

So you continued to resist the organizing efforts of Karpf; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Norman. We definitely continued to resist the efforts. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were your employees at the time you terminated 
your relationship with the company members of any union? 

Mr. Norman. No, sir. We had nothing whatsoever to do with any 
union or association. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I quoted from several letters. Could 
we have those identified ? 

The Cuarrman. I hand you three letters, photostatic copies of 
letters, one dated April 19, 1955; another April 27, 1955; and a third 
of June 6, 1955, all three of them addressed to Mr. J. W. Haddock, 
Grand Rapids, Mich. They all appear to be signed by R. J. Morgan, 
who I believe is the witness. 

Will you please examine these letters, these photostatic copies, and 
state if you identify them as such ? 

(The documents were handed to the witness. ) 
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Mr. Norman. Those are letters that I wrote to Mr. Haddock. 

The CHarrMan. They may be made exhibit 69-A, 69-B and 69-C, 
in the order of their dates. 

(Letters referred to were marked “Exhibits 69—A, 69—B, and 69-C” 
for reference and may be found in the files of the select. committee.) 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any further questions of this witness ? 

If not, thank you very much. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Blatt. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Blatt, come forward, please. Be sworn. 

You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Buarr. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM BLATT 


The CuarrmMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business, please, sir. 

Mr. Buatrr. My name is William Blatt. I live at 654 North Shore 
Drive, Miami Beach. My business is jukeboxes and cigarette machines. 

The CuarrMan. Jukeboxes and what? 

Mr. Buarr. Cigarette machines. 

The CHatrMAN. You waive counsel ? 

Mr. Buarr. I do. 

The Cuairnman. Allright, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, Mr. May will question the witness. 

The CHairMAN. Very well. 

Mr. May. Mr. Blatt, how long have you been in the coin operated 
machine business ? 

Mr. Buarr. About 30 years. 

Mr. May. What is the name of your company at the present time? 

Mr. Biatr. Music Makers. 

Mr. May. How many employees do you have, Mr. Blatt? 

Mr. Biarr. Six. 

Mr. May. Have you been a member of various associations while 
in Miami ? 

Mr. Buarr. Yes. 

Mr. May. Would you list them for us? Would you list the asso- 
ciations with which you have been connected ? 

Mr. Buarr. Well, I can only tell you the last group. The others I 
couldn’t remember. 

Mr. May. Are you presently associated with an association ? 

Mr. Buarr. No. Iamamember of it. 

Mr. May. What association is that ? 

Mr. Biatrr. The AMOA. 

Mr. May. What is the full name of that ? 

Mr. Buatr. I think it is the Amalgamated Machine Operators 
Association. 

Mr. May. Amalgamated Music Operators Association ? 

Mr. Buarr. Or machine operators. Iam not sure. 

Mr. May. Were you a director of that at one time? 

Mr. Buarr. Yes. 
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Mr. May. When was that? 

Mr. Buarr. At various times on and off for the past few years, 

Mr. May. In 1950 an association was formed called the Amusement 
Machine Operators of Miami, and you became president, is that true? 

Mr. Buatr. That could be. I don’t remember that far back. But 
it is possible. 

Mr. May. In 1954, the operators belonging to that association began 
to have some trouble with the distributors; is that correct ? 

Mr. Buarr. That is right. 

Mr. May. Which distributors, Mr. Blatt? 

Mr. Buarr. All of them on and off. But particularly with Ron 
Rood. 

Mr. May. Ron Rood ? 

Mr. Buatr. Right. 

Mr. May. And did other members of the association have some 
difficulty with Mr. Bush ? 

Mr. Buarr. Yes. 

Mr. May. Was there another distributor involved? Mr. Sam 
Taran ? 

Mr. Buatr. At one time or another we always had trouble from 
the distributors. 

Mr. May. What were these distributors doing, Mr. Blatt, that 
caused concern to the operators ? 

Mr. Buatr. Well, they would set out like grandfather, or something. 

Mr. May. Grandfather ? 

Mr. Buatr. Grandfather is a name for somebody that they finance, 
and give them equipment to go out and set other operators. 

Mr. May. Is it alsocalled a whip company ? 

Mr. Buarr. Well, you could call it that. 

Mr. May. How did it operate? 

Mr. Buiatr. Well, you get an employee out of your own distributing 
outfit, or a tie-in with somebody else. You give them equipment 
without a downpayment and they just go out and set machines whether 
they are profitable or not in order to promote sales. 

Mr. May. This is a move on the part of the distributors to force the 
operators to buy new machines; is that true? 

Mr. Buatr. Occasionally, yes. 

Mr. May. In the course of their activity, did you lose some locations 
yourself ? 

Mr. Buartr. Yes. 

Mr. May. About how many? 

Mr. Biatr. About 30. 

Mr. May. And other members of the association also lost locations 
to these distributors ? 

Mr. Buartr. At one time or another, yes. 

Mr. May. What action did the association take to combat the 
activity on the part of the distributors? 

Mr. Buatr. Well, you had to go in and buy equipment. 

Mr. May. Did you hire Mr. Randazzo about that time? 

Mr. Buarr. Mr. Randazzo came in, yes, just about that time. 

Mr. May. Could you tell us how Mr. Randazzo happened to be 
hired by the association ? 
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Mr. Buarr. At one of the meetings that I presided over, the dis- 
cussion came about how could we stop the raiding of these locations. 
[ was not a paid employee of any kind, and I could give very little 
time to it. I would preside over a meeting maybe once every 2 weeks 
or once every 4 weeks. During the course of the discussion, Mr. 
Mangone suggested 

Mr. May. Mr. Joseph Mangone? 

Mr. Buatr. Yes. Suggested that he had one of his locations and 
the man would be willing to undertake the job of trying to straighten 
the things out. 

Mr. May. Did you interview Mr. Randazzo? 

Mr. Biarr. The members voted that I and a committee interview 
Mr. Randazzo. I told Mr. Mangone to make an appointment, which 
he did. 

I, Mr. Mangone, and probably a few others—I don’t remember who 
they were—interviewed Mr. Randazzo. I asked him if he had no 
record, and he said no. 

Mr. May. You asked him if he had a criminal record? 

Mr. Buarr. That is right. And I asked him how much he wanted. 
He said he would take $100 per week. 

Mr. May. He said he had no criminal record ? 

Mr. Buarr. That is right. I said that I would bring that before 
the next meeting. At the next meeting, which was probably 2 weeks 
or a month later, I told the members about it, and somebody made a 
motion and it was voted on that we hire Randazzo on a temporary 
basis at $100 a week. 

Mr. May. What was Mr. Randazzo doing at the time you hired him? 

Mr. Buatrr. He was running a restaurant. 

Mr. May. Did he continue to operate the restaurant ? 

Mr. Bratt. That I can’t tell you. I don’t know. Well, he was 
in the restaurant. 

Mr. May. Did he have any previous experience in the coin-machine 
field ? 

Mr. Buatr. Not that I know of. 

Mr. May. Was he given atitle? 

Mr. Buatr. Business manager. 

Mr. May. What was he specifically supposed to do for the asso- 
ciation ? 

Mr. Buarr. Well, when locations are lost by operators, he was sup- 
posed to go out, talk to the owners, and try to convince them that they 
ought to take the operator back. 

Mr. May. This was a period when the distributors, through their 
whip companies, were taking locations from the association members ? 

Mr. Buatr. Yes. Well, at that time I know that I had trouble with 
Ron Rood, but I don’t know if the other distributors were also trouble- 
some at that particular time. 

Mr. May. Mr. Randazzo was just supposed to go out and talk to the 
location owners and persuade them to retain the machines of the asso- 
ciation members ? 

Mr. Buatr. That is correct. 

Mr. May. How could he induce that? 

Mr. Biarr. Maybe he would be a good salesman. Who knows? 
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Mr. May. Shortly after Mr. Randazzo was hired, isn’t it true that 
a vote was taken and the membership of the association voted to 
release Mr. Randazzo? 

Mr. Buarr. After Mr, Randazzo was hired, I resigned as _pregi- 
dent. Randazzo was there several weeks or a month after he was 
hired and I resigned. 

Subsequently—I don’t know. There is a possibility. You see, I 
have a partner, and if I don’t attend the meeting, he does. There 
is a possibility that a vote was taken that he be fired at that particu. 
lar meeting that my partner attended. 

Mr. May. Why was he fired ? 

Mr. Buarr. I don’t know. He probably didn’t do his job. 

Mr. May. He wasn’t successful in retaining locations? 

Mr. Buarr. Probably. That must have been the cause, if he wag 
fired. 

Mr. May. What happened after he was fired? Did the association 
remain as it was / 

Mr. Buarr. The association was split up into two. I didn’t attend 
several meetings. But the next meeting I attended was at Mr, 
Randazzo’s restaurant. At that time there was more or less a com- 
plete set of new officers, presided over by a fellow named Eddie 
Petrocine. I think he was the president at that time. 

Mr. May. And they formed the Automatic Music Guild? 

Mr. Buarr. That is correct. 

Mr. May. And you became a member of that? 

Mr. Buatr. That is right. 

Mr. May. Did the Electrical Workers Union become active about 
this period ? 

Mr. Buatr. The union came into being just about that time. 

Mr. May. Did Mr. Karpf became active also, with his Upholsterers 
Union ? 

Mr. Buarr. Well, I don’t know what union he had at that time, 
but whatever union he had at that time, he became active. 

Mr. May. Did some of the operators favor Mr. Baitler and the 
Electrical Workers Union and others favor Mr. Karpf ? 

Mr. Buarr. Yes; because Baitler organized one segment of the 
workers, and Karpf organized another segment. ‘They were just like 
split in half almost. 

Mr. May. That is when the association was split and the Auto- 
matic Music Guild was formed. It then signed a contract with Mr. 
Karpf’s union ? 

Mr. Buartr. I don’t believe there was a contract signed until both 
associations got together. 

Mr. May. Both associations eventually merged again in March 
1955. 

Mr. Buarr. I don’t believe there was a contract signed with them 
during that time. Iam not sure. 

Mr. May. Well, at least after the merger did the association sign 
a contract with Mr. Karpf? 

Mr. Buatr. That is right. 

Mr. May. How did that come about ? 

Mr. Buarr. Well, he said he organized all the employees, and at a 
meeting he negotiated a contract with the association. 
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Mr. May. He said he signed the employees? 

Mr. Buarr. That is right. I know he signed mine. I don’t know 
about the others. 

Mr. May. He showed you the application cards from the 
employees ? 

Mr. Buatr. For my men; yes. 

Mr. May. You saw the application cards of your own employees ? 

Mr. Buarr. No, but he told us he did. I never looked at them. 

Mr. May. The employees wanted this union ? 

Mr. Buatr. Whether they wanted it or not, they were signed up 

him. 
te May. Did the operators want this union ? 

Mr. Buatr. That is again the same thing. I really don’t know. 
I know as far as we are concerned, my men were signed up by Karpf 
and that was it. 

Mr. May. This morning, Mr. Blatt, you told me it was sort of a 
mutual desire on the part ‘of both the operators and the employees 
totake Mr. Karpf’s union. 

Mr. Buarr. I will still say the same thing. You know, when a 
man drowns, he grabs at a straw. We figured as long as he did sign 
our men, it might be good for the organization. Who knows? At 
that time, there were no ) troubles. 

Mr. May. Who was drowning at this time, Mr. Blatt? 

Mr. Buatr. Well, the men that were losing locations were drown- 
ing. We were. 

r. May. Was it the purpose to sign a contract with this union 
or to reach an agreement that it would help in retaining and obtain- 
ing some locations for the operators ? 

Buatr. That is right, because I believe—I don’t know much 
about unions, but I believe that one union man cannot take locations 
from another union man. 

Mr. May. The association members were having trouble with the 
distributors, and they hired Mr. Randazzo to retain and obtain loca- 
tions. He was unsuccessful. The association eventually signed a 
contract with Mr. Karpf’s union in an attempt to become more suc- 
cessful and retain locations; is that true? 

Mr. Buatr. Well, that wasn’t the sole purpose. 

Mr. May. It was one of the purposes ? 

Mr. Buarr. Yes. 

Mr. May. What other purposes ? 

Mr. Buarr. Yes, it could be. 

Mr. May. Was there another purpose ? 

Mr. Buatr. Yes. The men were signed up by him. What could 
we do? 

Mr. May. Did they obtain additional benefits through the contract ? 

Mr. Buarr. I believe they did. You see, hours were very bad for 
employees, and I think he got better hours. 

Mr. May. Did your employees obtain higher wages as a result of 
the contract ? 

Mr. Brarr. They did. We paid the highest wages in the city. 
Mr. May. You did before the contract ? 

Mr. Buarr. Well, we did before the contract, but now we pay still 

more because we have men who take $100 or more home. 
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Mr. May. You pay more than the contract actually calls for? 

Mr. Buarr. Today, yes. 

Mr. May. And you did then? 

Mr. Buarr. Then, too. 

Mr. May. What benefit do the employees receive ? 

Mr. Buarr. Well, like I said, I believe there was a settlement for 
shorter hours. 

You see, the peculiarity in the coin machine industry—I don’t 
know if you want me to go on with anything like that, because you 
don’t want to go into the coin machine business, but the peculiar 
business about the coin machine industry is that a man works a day 
and then he takes calls at night. He may not get a call during the 
entire evening, but he has to be subject to stay home in order that if 
a call does come in he has to go out and do it. 

Mr. May. How does this contract with Mr. Karpf’s union rectify 
that ‘ 

Mr. Buarr. They have to get additional pay for staying home. Or 
we had to change them this way: We had to scatter them. Instead 
of a man coming in at 9 o’clock in the morning, he would come in, 
say, around 10 or 11 o’clock and be on service until 11 o’clock that 
night. 

Mr. May. Did you continue to lose locations after the contract was 
signed ? 

Mr. Bratt. Yes. 

Mr. May. How did you resolve that situation with Mr. Rood? 

Mr. Biarr. We eventually made a deal and bought some equipment, 

Mr. May. How much equipment ? 

Mr. Buarr. I think 10 machines. 

Mr. May. And after that he stopped taking the locations ? 

Mr. Buarr. That is right. 

Mr. May. Mr. Karpf changed unions. Did the arrangement be- 
tween Mr. Karpf and the association continue after Mr. Karpf left the 
Upholsterers Union and went with the United Textile Workers of 
America ? 

Mr. Brarr. I believe so. 

Mr. May. Wasa contract signed ? 

Mr. Buatr. There was only one contract signed. I think that same 
contract remained in effect. 

Mr. May. It became sort of an oral agreement, then, with Mr. 
Karpf, when he went with the United Textile Workers ? 

Mr. Buatr. That I can’t—well, probably. 

Mr. May. Who paid the dues for your employees to Mr. Karpf? 

Mr. Buarr. My employees. 

Mr. May. Did the company pay any? 

Mr. Buarr. The company made out a check, but we deducted $1.25 
per week from them. 

Mr. May. Did the company pay anything to Mr. Karpf in addition 
to dues? 

Mr. Buarr. There was some kind of an assessment for sixty-some- 
odd dollars and seventy-some-odd dollars, a total of about $150. 

Mr. May. What was that for? 

Mr. Briarr. It must have been an assessment for something. I don’t 
know. 
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Mr. May. How can the union assess the company ? 

Mr. Buartr. I don’t know. 

Mr. May. Did you deduct that as a business expense ? 

Mr. Buatr. It wasdone. What? 

Mr. May. Was it deducted as a business expense ? 

Mr. Buiarr. It must have been, as a union expense, yes. 

Mr. May. And you don’t know why you paid Mr. Karpf the money ? 

Mr. Buartr. No, I don’t. 

Mr. May. Did you have any labels or stickers at that time? 

Mr. Buiarr. I was under the impression we didn’t have any. I 
don’t think we had labels. I might be wrong. It is4 years. 

Mr. May. You just can’t give us a reason for paying Mr. Karpf 
the money ? 

Mr. Buarr. Do you mean for that $150? 

Mr. May. Yes. 

Mr. Buarr. If there were labels, it could have been for the labels. 
But I don’t remember any labels on any of our machines. 

Mr, May. Eventually Mr. Karpf lost the charter of the United 
Textile Workers Union, too. 

Did Mr. Baitler organize your employees about that time ? 

Mr. Buatr. Yes. 

Mr. May. With which labor union was Mr. Baitler associated at 
that time ? 

Mr. Biarr. The Teamsters. 

Mr. May. Are your employees now in the Teamsters Union? 

Mr. Buarr. Right. 

Mr. May. Who pays the dues? 

Mr. Buarr. They pay their dues. 

Mr. May. Do you have a contract with the Teamsters Union ? 

Mr. Buatr. We had a contract that originally was signed through 
Baitler,I think. It has never been renewed. 

Mr. May. At the present time you don’t have a contract ? 

Mr. Buarr. I don’t think so, unless it renews itself. 

Mr. May. You don’t know ? 

Mr. Buiarr. No, I don’t. I can’t remember anything we signed 4 
years ago or 5 years ago. 

Mr. May. As far as you know at the present time you have no con- 
tract with the Teamsters Union, yet your employees are paying dues? 

Mr. Biarr. We have never signed a new agreement. 

Mr. May. According to our information, you pay some $30 a month 
dues, and that is deducted from the wages of your employees? 

Mr. Biarr. That is correct. 

Mr. May. Your employees work on both jukeboxes and cigarette 
machines ¢ 

Mr. Buatr. Yes, sir. S 

Mr. May. You have about how many of these ? 

Mr. Buarr. About 225, or something like that, and a few more or 
less, total. 

Mr. May. How many jukeboxes? 

Mr. Biatr. About 150. 

Mr. May. You have 75 cigarette machines ? 

Mr. Biarr. About that. 

Mr. May. How much a month does each employee pay ? 
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Mr. Bratt. Five dollars. 

Mr. May. Your employees work on both jukeboxes and cigarette 
machines? —~ 

Mr. Buatr. That is right. 

Mr. May. You told me this morning, Mr. Blatt, that you also belong 
toa cigarette employers association. 

Mr. Buarr. That is right, I did. 

Mr. May. You mentioned that fairly recently they wanted to hire 
a man to help obtain locations. Will you tell us about that situation? 

Mr. Buatr. Well, the man’s job is not just to straighten out locations, 
It turned out that they did hire a man and I just found out, but he is 
an inside man and he takes telephone calls. 

Mr. May. You told me about their wanting to hire a man to obtain 
locations and you said you would have nothing to do with it. 

Mr. Buatr. That is the man that would straighten out locations, 
but they did hire a man, I found out, that was an inside man and he 
answers calls. You see, I resigned from the Cigarette Machine Aggo- 
ciation, and the man was hired after I resigned. 

Mr. May. Why did you resign ? 

Mr. Buartr. Well, I just resigned. 

Mr. May. You had some trouble with Frankie Dio? 

Mr. Buarr. Trouble ? 

Mr. May. Yes. 

Mr. Buatr. No trouble. 

Mr. May. Do you know Frankie Dio? 

Mr. Buarr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. May. Is he the brother of Johnny Dioguardi of New York? 

Mr. Buartr. I believe so, and I read about it. 

Mr. May. Was Frankie Dio in the cigarette business ? 

Mr. Buatr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. May. Did he take some locations? 

Mr. Buarr. Yes. 

Mr. May. How did he obtain the locations ? 

Mr. Buarr. He went out and I suppose he knows some people, and 
others he gave gifts, probably $50 or $100. 

Mr. May. Did he take locations from the association members? 

Mr. Buatr. Yes. 

Mr. May. About how many ? 

Mr. Buartr. About 50. 

Mr. May. Did you go to see him ? 

Mr. Buatr. I did. 

Mr. May. What occurred ? 

Mr. Buarr. The association at the time I was in the association, de- 
cided that maybe we ought to buy the route and divide it among the 
members as to who lost how many locations, and I went in to see him. 

He said, “Yes, he would sell it at about $3,000 per case.” I went 
back to the association and they said, “All right, let us buy it and 
each one will take the locations that he lost.” 

I went back to see him, but nothing came of it, and then I resigned, 
and that is it. 

Mr. May. This was a situation where Frankie Dio went out and took 
some 40 locations ? 

Mr. Buarr. Fifty locations. 
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Mr. May. From the association members ? 

Mr. Buatr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. May. And you went to see him with the idea of buying back 
your own locations ? 

Mr. Buatr. No, buying the entire route. 

Mr. May. The entire route, including the locations that he took from 
you, and his price was too high? You don’t consider that an extor- 
tion of any type? 

Mr. Buarr. Call it what you want. 

Mr. May. You didn’t go through with it? 

Mr. Buatt. No, we didn’t. 

Mr. May. You mentioned that Mr. Randazzo was fired from the 
association initially, and yet when the Automatic Music Guild was 
formed, Mr. Randazzo was hired again. You said he was fired be- 
cause he was unsuccessful in the first instance, and why was he rehired 
by the second association ? 

Mr. Buatr. That I can’t tell you, because when I came to the meeting 
there were several meetings held prior to my attending that particular 
meeting, and I said I missed a couple of meetings. 

Mr. May. Was he somewhat more successful when he began to col- 
laborate with Mr. Karpf? 

Mr. Buarr. Not that I know of. 

The CHairMAN. The committee will stand in recess until 2 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 12:20 p.m., the committee recessed, to reconvene at 
2 p.m., the same day. Members of the select committee present at the 
hing of the recess were Senators McClellan and Capehart.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


(The select committee met at 2 p.m., in room 1202, Senate Office 
Building, Senator John L. McClellan, chairman of the select commit- 
tee, presiding. ) 

e CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. 

(Members of the select committee present at the convening of the 
afternoon session were Senators McClellan and Capehart.) 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Sam Taran. 

The CuatrmMan. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Taran. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF SAM TARAN, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
EDWARD N. MOORE 


The Cuarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation, please. 

Mr. Taran. My name is Sam Taran, and I live in Miami Beach, 
Fla., 715 Fairway Drive, Miami Beach, and my place of business is 
3401 Northwest 36th Street, Miami, Fla. I am in the general coin 
machine business and music business and a wholesale record business. 

The Cuatrrman. Thank you very much. 

Do you have counsel ? 


Mr. Counsel, will you identify yourself for the record, please. 
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Mr. Moore. My name is Edward N. Moore, of the law firm of 
Walters, Moore, and Costanzo, in Miami, Fla. 

The Curran. All right, Mr. Moore , thank you. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Taran, you have been in the coin machine busgi- 
ness for how many years, approximately ¢ 

Mr. Taran. Approximately 23 or 24 years. 

Mr. Kennepy. During the course of your life you have had some 
difficulties with the law, “the last one being a conviction back in 1937: 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you have been convicted on a couple of other 
occasions ? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, when did you first get into the coin machine 
business, Mr. Taran ? 

Mr. Taran. Sometime in the middle 30’s. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is that? 

Mr. Taran. In the middle 30’s. 

Mr. Kennepy. In the middle 30's? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And what were you doing then, at that time? 

Mr. Taran. I was in the automobile finance business. 

Mr. Kennepy. What coin machine business did you have? 

Mr. Taran. General distribution. 

Mr. Kennepy. Of what kind of machines? 

Mr. Taran. Well, we started handling the Wurlitzer product, the 
Bally Manufacturing Product. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where were you handling Wurlitzer ? 

Mr. Taran. In Minnesota. 

Mr. Kennepy. Whereabouts? 

Mr. Taran. In St. Paul, Minn. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know Mr. Hammergren at that time? 

Mr. Taran. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently, did you meet Mr. Hammergren? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Hammergren gave you the exclusive distributor- 
ship of the Wurlitzer machine in the Minneapolis-St. Paul area? 

Mr. Taran. In the Minnesota area; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. At that time, he also made a financial arrangement 
with you that you would pay him a certain amount of money for ob- 
taining that distributorship ? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, sir, but he didn’t do it, but one of his associates did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was that? 

Mr. Taran. Alvin Goldberg. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much did you have to pay to Mr. Hammergren 
and Mr. Goldberg ? 

Mr. Taran. To the best of my knowledge I think it was, we started 
with 15 percent, and wound up with 25 percent. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that a general procedure that was followed by 
Mr. Hammergren, when he granted a distributorship that he would 
take a percentage of their earnings? Did you understand that was 
a general procedure ? 
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Mr. Taran. I wouldn’t want to say it was a general procedure, but 
it was common discussion in the trade. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there any reluctance on the part of Mr. Ham- 
mergren by the fact you had had this difficulty or these difficulties 
with the law enforcement? Was there any reluctance on his part to 
give you the distributorship for the Wurlitzer ? 

Mr. Taran. There was no reluctance on any manufacturer’s part 
to give me the distributorship. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long did you have the distributorship in 
Minnesota then ? 

Mr. Taran. Until 1945. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you also go into Buffalo and obtain a distributor- 
ship there ¢ 

Mr. Taran. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was that ? 

Mr. Taran. I believe it was in 1941. 

Mr. Kennepy. And how long did you have the one in Buffalo? 

Mr. Taran. ‘To the best of my recollection, I would say it would be 
October of 1944. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any difficulty when you were in 
Buffalo, with any union operation ? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, at one time. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was that, just briefly ? 

Mr. Taran. At one itme, it was either in 1941 or early in 1942, and 
I don’t recall the exact date, where a union was being formed over 
there headed by a fellow named Ben Kulick, who was the Seeburg 
distributor, and I understood that Bill Presser was the big man behind 
It. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, do you know how to spell his name? 

Mr. Taran. I donot know exactly, and I think it is 

Mr. Kennepy. How do you spell his name? 

Mr. Taran. I don’t know, and I just imagine it is P-r-e-s-s-e-r. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am not talking about him. I am talking about 
the other man. 

Mr. Taran. Kulick, I doubt I can spell his name. 

Mr. Kennepy. K-u-]-i-c-k? 

Mr. Taran. Possibly so. 

Mr. Kennepy. He wasa distributor for what company ? 

Mr. Taran. For the Seeburg Manufacturing Co. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you understood that behind him was Mr. 
Presser ; is that right? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And this was an attempt by that company through 
Mr. Kulick and Mr. Presser to gain control of the industry in the 
Buffalo area? 

Mr. Taran. In some respect; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, that was the purpose of it? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And did you in order to combat that, form your own 
union? 

Mr. Taran. After I got most of the operators in the area together, 
and they feared that unless they had some protection against boy- 
cotting, or what do they call it, picketing, that they would have no 
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protection. They might eventually lose a lot of locations, and go J 
decided to get someone to help me to get another charter, and we did 
form a union and we brought up the operators, one of us had more and 
one a little less, but anyway 

Mr. Kennepy. You were able to stop the operation of Mr. Presser? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, that is the same Mr. Presser who is presently 
active as president of the Ohio Conference of Teamsters, is it not? 

Mr. Taran. To the best of my knowledge, I think it is. 

Mr. Kennepy. He has been very active in the coin machine opera- 
tions for approximately 20 years ? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, in addition to having the distributorship jn 
Buffalo, did they offer it to you 

The Cuatrman. The committee will stand in recess for about 20 
minutes. 

(A brief recess was taken.) 

(Members of the select committee present at the taking of the recess 
were Senators McClellan and Capehart. ) 

The CuHarMan. The committee will come to order. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, if I may interrupt this witness, we 
have some testimony in connection with Frank Dioguardi taken this 
morning, and the record was incomplete. I thought I would place 
into the record the fact that he has a company called the Sunny Isle 
Cigarette Co., 7444 Biscayne Boulevard; that he originally had a third 
interest in his wife’s name, but on June 26, 1958, 100 percent of it 
went to his wife’s name, Camille Dioguardi. 

The permit that was originally ussued was issued on January 8, 
1958, for 25 machines, and as of February 1959, there are 61 machines, 
They sold, as of February 1959, some 28,000 packages of cigarettes. 
He, of course, has a felony conviction, as did his brother, Johnny 
Dioguardi. 

We were talking about Buffalo, Mr. Taran. Were you also offered 
the franchise in New York City ? 

Mr. Taran. There was some discussion on it. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had a discussion on it. What did you decide 
about New York City ? 

Mr. Taran. I turned it down even if it was offered. 

Mr. Kennepy. Youturned it down? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. For what reason? 

Mr. Taran. I didn’t want to be in New York. 

The CuarrMan. You didn’t want to what? 

Mr. Taran. I didn’t want to be in New York. I didn’t want to face 
the element. 

Mr. Kennepy. You didn’t want to bein New York? 

Mr. Taran. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is the reason that you didn’t want to be asso- 
ciated with New York? 

Mr. Taran. I didn’t want to face the element, the unions and the 
tough guys, and I wanted to stay out of there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are they supposed to be tougher in New York than 
Minnesota ? 
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Mr. Taran. Well, that is generally accepted. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you speak of tough guys, you mean the ele- 
ment that used force, violence, and carry guns? Is that correct; that 
kind of group ? 

Mr. Taran. I think so. 

Mr. Kennepy. You don’t mean just the regular tough fellows who 
are able to protect themselves, but you mean the group that are in- 
volved in violence ? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Involved with the so-called underworld; is that 
right 

r. TARAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about Detroit? Had you also had some dis- 
cussions about getting the franchise in Detroit? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, sir; there was also a discussion about Detroit. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you turn that down for the same reason ? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, sir; for the same reason, and reasons that I didn’t 
want too many ventures. I didn’t want to go out and kill myself. 

The Cuarrman. What was that about killing yourself? 

Mr. Taran. I didn’t want to go out and kill myself by having 10 
offices. I told them it was difficult to manage two or three offices. 
When I say “kill myself,” I mean to overwork. 

Mr. Kennepy. You don’t mean to get yourself killed ? 

Mr. Taran. No. I meant to overwork; you know, you can kill 
yourself working. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Angelo Meli have the franchise in Detroit? 

Mr. Taran. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who had it? Did he ultimately get the franchise? 

Mr. Taran. Yes; I understand that he did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you get the franchise in Pittsburgh? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long did you have that? 

Mr. Taran. Pretty much about the same time as we did in Buffalo. 
Ithink we sold Pittsburgh a little sooner. 

Mr. Kennepy. What other cities did you go into? 

Mr. Taran. Pittsburgh, Philadelphia, and Buffalo, N.Y. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you also expand into Florida? 

Mr. Taran. No. That was apt to be completely out of the others. 

Mr. Kennepy. You got out of the Wurlitzer Co. 

Mr. Taran. No, I didn’t get out of the Wurlitzer Co. 
at Kennepy. You broke your relationship off with the Wurlitzer 

Mr. Taran. Mr. Hammargren canceled me out in 1945. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had a dispute with him? 

Mr. Taran. Yes. And I completely stepped out from all these 
offices. He finally sent word to me that as long as I was moving to 
Miami, would I be interested in the Florida territory, and after I 
looked it over and saw there were possibilities, I thought I might as 
well get in action and take it. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you took Florida then? 

Mr. Taran. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that for Wurlitzer? 

Mr. Taran, Yes. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Do you still have it for Wurlitzer in Florida? 

Mr. Taran. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who do you have it for now? 

Mr. Taran. Rockola. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did you get Rockola ? 

Mr. Taran. 1953. 

Mr. Kennepy. You also have Cuba, do you not? 

Mr. Taran. No, sir; we don’t have the franchise in Cuba. 

Mr. Kennepy. What kind of machines do you have in Cuba? 

Mr. Taran. At this time I don’t know what. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, prerevolution, what machines did you have? 

Mr. Taran. I didn’t have any. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, your family. 

Mr. Taran. Combined, a combination of Wurlitzer, Rockolas, and 
Seeburgs. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just jukebox machines; is that right ? 

Mr. Taran. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did anybody else have a franchise in Cuba other 
than you? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who else had the franchise ? 

Mr. Taran. Well, various persons have different franchises. One 
has the Seeburg, one has the Rockola. 

Mr. Kennepy. How were you able to have the franchise for two 
or three different machines? You had Rockola, Seeburg and 
Wurlitzer? 

Mr. Taran. Well, I never had them at the same time. 

Mr. Kennepy. At various times? 

Mr. Taran. That is right, 

Mr. Kennepy. What do you have down in Cuba at the present 
time? 

Mr. Taran. Nothing. 

Mr. Kennepy. What franchise did you have in Cuba prior to the 
revolution ? 

Mr. Taran. No franchise. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you have? 

Mr. Taran. Just an operation. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were just selling machines, distributing 
machines ? 

Mr. Taran. That is not me. That is my family or the office. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were an operator, then, in Cuba; is that right? 

Mr. Taran. An operator and they’re also selling machines out there, 
jobbing and selling. 

Mr. Krennepy. Have there been attempts by any individuals to 
come in and take over your business since you have been in Miami? 

Mr. Taran. No, not that I know of. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there an attempt back in 1953 or so? 

Mr. Taran. Well, there was an attempt, and Bush came in in 1948 
and took over the Wurlitzer franchise. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was that? 

Mr. Taran. Bush Distributing, Ted Bush. 

Mr. Kennepy. First in 1947, didn’t you have a visit by two men who 
came in and said that they were going to take over your business? 
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Mr. Taran. No, they didn’t want to take over by business. They 
wanted to get a portion of it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who did they say they represented ? 

Mr. Taran. They said they represented a group of people; they did 
not tell me exactly who they represented. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand that they were “tough guys”? 

Mr. Taran. Yes. I took that for granted. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you refuse to go along with it? 

Mr. Taran. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did your building burn down shortly afterwards? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And one of the people that was involved in burning 
the building down was caught inside and was burned to death himself ? 
Mr. Taran. So I understand. I was not there when it took place. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you consider that the burning of your building 
had something to do with the fact that you refused to turn over part 
of your business or bring them in as partners? 

Mr. Taran. It was my opinion. 

Mr. Kennepy. At that time also did they tell you that they would 
set up a union, and the union would furnish you protection ? 

Mr. Taran. They said they would furnish me protection. They 
didn’t say exactly which way. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there any diseussion about a union ? 

Mr. Taran. No. I didn’t go into it far enough. I was just not 
interested in taking in people with me, to give up any portion of the 
business. Nor was I interested in the business that they were inter- 
ested in. 

Mr. Kennepy. There was an attempt, about which we have had 
testimony this morning, on the part of Mr. Karpf, together with some 
other distributors, to gain control of the industry in the Miami area. 
What part did you play in that? 

Mr. Taran. Well, I don’t know whether there was an attempt to gain 
control. They wanted to form a union. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kennepy. What was Tony Randazzo, Charlie Karpf, and Joe 
Scootch doing down there ? 

Mr. Taran. Well, I told you Randazzo and Charles Karpf were 
interested in forming a union in Miami, Florida. 

Mr. Kennepy. For what purpose ? 

Mr. Taran. Well, I don’t know for what purpose. 

Mr. Kennepy. Didn’t they come to see you and have some discus- 
sions with you ¢ 

Mr. Taran. Yes, they did: 

Mr. Kennepy. What did they explain to you at that time? 

Mr. Taran. Well, they thought they could better the business in 
Miami, could better the business for the distributor, for the operator. 
However, I would not go along with them. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did they say they were going to do that? 

Mr. Taran. Well, by getting better percentages, by not raiding 
locations of one another, and by various means they thought they 
could improve conditions. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the union going to do? What did they 
think the union was going to do to help them? 
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Mr. Taran. Well, if everybody belonged to the union, naturally 
there would be a lot of money saved, and a lot of locations, when they 
open up, everybody fights for them. They give them as much ag 
$1,000 and $1,500 for a location. 

Mr. Kennepy. The union was to bring stability ? 

Mr. Taran. That is right. 

a, Kennepy. And to prevent jumping from one location to ap- 
other ¢ 

Mr. Taran. Yes, that was the general thing. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you for or against the union? 

Mr. Taran. I was against it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why? 

Mr. Taran. Well, I was against it on a general principle. I didn't 
want them in a coin machine business, and I didn’t want any two or 
three people to get control of the operators in our area. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you think that this would give the control to 
the so-called tough guys? 

Mr. Taran. I thought it might. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. Senator Curtis? 

Senator Curtis. What union was it ? 

Mr. Taran. I do not recall what union it was. I think it wag 
mentioned, the Textile Union. 

Senator Curtis. The Textile Union ? 

Mr. Taran. I think so. 

Senator Curtis. Who was expected to join the union? 

Mr. Taran. All of the operators. 

Senator Curtis. How do you define an operator ? 

Mr. Taran. An operator is a person who puts machines out on 
locations on a percentage basis or on a guaranty or on a rental. 

Senator Curtis. Does he own the machines? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, the operator buys the machines from the dis- 
tributor. 

Senator Curtis. He is not an employee? 

Mr. Taran. No. 

Senator Curtis. So this was not a move to organize employees into 
a@ union, was it? 

Mr. Taran. That is right. 

Senator Curtis. It was using the union idea to further control the 
industry, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Taran. At least that was the way I took it. 

Senator Curtis. You weren’t in anybody’s employ, were you? 

Mr. Taran. No, sir 

Senator Curtis. Had you gone for the idea, you would have had to 
join the union? 

Mr. Taran. No, I wouldn’t join the union because I was a distribu- 
tor, not an operator. But if I did want to operate, I would have to 
join the union. 

Senator. Curtis. And you would operate if you placed machines 
on locations? That would make an operator out of you? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, sir. I could be a distributor and an operator. 
I mean there is no discrimination. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Taran, as it was explained to you, this union 
was not being formed to help the employees? 

Mr. Taran. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. The union was being formed by the employers to 

ive control over the industry ? 

Mr. Taran. Well, at least that is the way I took it. 

Mr. Kennepy. They promised you that you would be able to get 
more locations and make more money if you went along with this idea ? 

Mr. Taran. Well, I understand they promised me and I understand 
they promised my competitors. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am just asking you. They promised you that? 
They told you that? 

Mr. Taran. Yes. 

Senator Curtis. If I may interrupt there, who promised you that? 

Mr. Taran. Randazzo and Karp. In other words, they wanted 
me to incorporate and they would incorporate with me. 

Senator Curtis. Were they distributors? 

Mr. Taran. No, they were not distributors. They were the gentle- 
men who were forming the union. 

Senator Curtis. Were they operators? 

Mr. Taran. No, they were not. 

Senator Curtis. Then it is not true that the employers were forming 
a union, because these two men you have talked about were neither 
distributors nor operators. 

Mr. Taran. Well, they said that they were representatives of the 
employers. That is how they came to talk to me about it. 

enator Curtis. They were representatives of the union? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, they were the representatives and the organizers. 

Mr. Kennepy. At the same time Randazzo was supposed to be 
representing the associatoin, was he not? 

r. Taran. I know that he had represented the association at one 
time or another. Whether it happened at that same time or not, I 
cannot tell you. 

Mr. Kennepy. According to the testimony we had this morning, he 
went around as a representative of the association at the time Karpf 
was representing the union. 

Mr. Taran. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, if I could call Mr. Kaplan, we have 
some information on what Mr. Randazzo’s official position was at that 
time. 

The Cuarrman. Have you been sworn? 

Mr. Kapran. Yes, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR G. KAPLAN—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Do we find that Mr. Randazzo received a license 
as a union organizer at the same time he was representing himself as 
a public relations man of the association ? 

r. Kapian. Yes, sir; we do. 

On May 21, 1955, he was issued a license as a labor representative, 
which licenses are required by the State of Florida if you are going to 
engage in any labor organizing activity. 
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He was issued a license to be a representative for the Miscellaneous 
Textile Workers, local 296, United Textile Workers of Ameri ca, AFL, 
That automatically expired in December 1955, and was not renewed, 

Senator Curris. Did he have any credentials from the union? 

Mr. Kaptan. None that we know of, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did he represent the union? 

Mr. Kapian. Yes, sir; he did. 

Senator Curtis. He did represent the union? 

Mr. Kaptan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What we know, Senator, is that, according to the 
testimony this morning, he went around and said that he was repre. 
senting the association, and he went around with a Charlie Karpf, who 
has this long criminal record, who was supposedly representing the 
union, first the Upholsterers Union, then he got kicked out of that, 
and then he got a charter for the Textile Workers Union, ultimately 
getting involved in a controversy and he lost that. : 

But Randazzo, at the time he was supposedly representing the asso- 
ciation, we find that he also took a license out for the union. 

Senator Curtis. A license wouldn’t make him a representative of 
the union. 

Mr. Kennepy. No. 

Senator Curtis. But he did represent the union ? 

Mr. Kennepy. The association. I don’t know if he ever went 
around representing the union. 

Mr. Karian. This is what we found from the many people we in- 
terviewed. His representation by himself —— 

Senator Curtis. I don’t care what he represented. I want to know 
whether the union that he did have authority to speak for the union— 
did he represent the union, the local, this man ? 

Mr. Karian. We don’t know that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Charlie Karpf was the union, and he is going to bea 
witness. Wecan ask him. 

Senator Curtis. A one-man union ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Practically; yes. Virtually, it was set up by the 
association. 

Senator Curtis. Who issued the charter ? 

Mr. Kennepy. First they received a charter from the bedding di- 
vision of the Upholsterers Union. Then, after that charter was 
lifted, they received a charter from the United Textile Workers to 
organize the coin-machine business. None of it makes any sense. 

Senator Curtis. If they are issued a charter, they represent the 
union. 

Mr. Kennepy. But it was issued to Mr. Karpf. Mr. Karpf was 
set up by the association, this group of associations, and he and Mr. 
Randazzo went around together and told the association members 
that they should belong to the union, that the union would give them 
this proteetion. 

The Cuatrman. Karpf did represent the union ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Karpf did represent the union. Karpf was the man 
who got the charter. 

The CuatrmMan. And this man went with him? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is correct. 
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The CuatrmMan. They went around together and made that 
representation / 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Did they both come to your place together? 

Mr. Taran. Sometimes they were both together and sometimes one 
would seeme. ‘They saw me on several occasions. 

The CHatrmMan, Were they both talking about the same thing, 
trying to get you to do the same thing ? 

“Mr. Taran. Apparently so. 

The CuairmMan. Apparently so? 

Mr. Taran. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. When they first came, did they come together ? 

Mr. Taran. I think the first time it was Mr. Randazzo by himself. 

The CuairMan. He was by himself? 

Mr. Taran. I think the first time he visited me it was only for the 
association and not the union. 

The CuarrmMan. I am talking about when they started this union 
business, organizing the union. Whocame to you first ? 

Mr. Taran. I cannot recall at this time. I am inclined to believe 
that he might have come by himself the first or the second time, and 
at some later date he brought in Mr. Karpf with him. 

The CuarrMan. In other words, they both tried to do the same 
thing ¢ 

Mr. Taran. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. Part of the time they were together and part of 
the time they were not; is that right ? 

Mr. Taran. Correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why didn’t you want to have anything to do with 
this operation, Mr. Taran / 

Mr. Taran. Well, as I said before, I felt that the distributing and 
the operating business should remain between the operator and the 
distributor. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can a union do anything for the employees, in your 
estimation ? 

Mr. Taran. I didn’t think so then. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did not think so? 

Mr. Taran. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Some of your employees ultimately joined the elec- 
trical workers; did they not ? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you oppose that ? 

Mr. Taran. Well, I don’t think I opposed it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you feel that there was a different operation 
between the Electrical Workers on one hand and this operation of 
Karpf on the other ? 

Mr. Taran. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why? 

Mr. Taran. Well, one of them—I could not stop and employ if they 
thought they could better themselves. First of all, I believe my 
company paid more than the union scale. We did have a great deal 
tolose. The union scale did not provide for the salaries that we were 
already paying. What is more, I could not stop them from joining, 
so I thought I might as well be a good guy and go along with it. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Taran, why do you feel that there are so many 
racketeers, or whatever you might call them, in this business? 

Mr. Taran. I didn’t say there are so many racketeers. I think 
there are as many racketeers in every business. 

Mr. Kennepy. In what other kind of businesses are there as many 
racketeers ? 

Mr. Taran. No matter what business. Any business can be made 
aracket of. It all depends on who is running it. 

Mr. Kennepy. What kind of businesses do they get into? 

Mr. Taran. Every business, including banking business. If they 
want to make a racket of it, they can and they have and they have 
done it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you find as many racketeers in the banking 
business as in the jukebox business ? 

Mr. Taran. Well, I have never made an examination of it. 

Mr. Kennepy. But from your experience that you have had around 
the country, do you find that there is an equal amount ? 

Mr. Taran. There is plenty of them right in the banking business 
and the top business field. 

Mr. Kennepy. Senator Curtis asks what you think as far as com- 
parisons with politics are concerned. 

Mr. Taran. Well, I would rather not go into that. 

Senator Curtis. I withdraw the question. He is a willing witness 
and I don’t want to force him to decline to answer. 

Mr. Kennepy. But there has been an infiltration, certainly, into 
certain phases of the coin-machine business, as far as the jukebox 
is concerned, some of the game machines, and to some extent the 
cigarette machines, has there not, Mr. Taran? 

r. TaRAN. Yes; I think there has been. 

Mr. Kennepy. Also, haven’t you found that this same element gets 
into the providing of paper towels and the laundry business and dry 
cleaning, and that kind ? 

Mr. Taran. As I said before, no matter what business 

Mr. Kennepy. I am just asking you from your experience, and you 
have had a considerable amount of experience with all sides, some 
very personal experiences—— 

Mr. Taran. Thank you for the compliment. 

Mr. Kennepy. If you haven’t found that there has been an infiltra- 
tion into these kind of businesses, where there is servicing involved. 

Mr. Taran. Yes; I think there is. 

Mr. Krennepy. You opposed the Karpf operation and ultimately it 
failed in 1955; is that right? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, sir. 

= Kennepy. Are any of your employees members of any union 
now ? 

Mr. Taran. I really cannot tell you whether they are or not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have a contract with any union ? 

Mr. Taran. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The Cuarrman. How many employees have you? 





Mr. Taran. Approximately about 20. No, it is better than that. 


Including the record department, we have over 30. 
The Cuarrman. You have over 30? 
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Mr. Taran. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. As I understand, you believe that what Karpf and 
Randazzo were trying to do was simply to muscle in and exploit a 
situation ; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Taran. Well, I don’t want to say that they wanted to muscle 
jin. I just didn’t approve of the method. 

The Cuatrman. Well, there was something about the method you 
didn’t approve of. What was it? 

Mr. Taran. I just didn’t want the control of the coin-machine 
business to go out of the hands of the distributor and the operator. 

The Cuarrman. You knew that is what they were undertaking 
to do, to get control of it. That is what you thought? 

Mr. Taran. That is my opinion. 

The Cuarrman. That is what you were afraid of? 

Mr. Taran. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. You didn’t send for them; did you? 

Mr. Taran. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. They came there to muscle in on you; isn’t that 
correct ? 

Mr. Taran. Well, they didn’t threaten me. 

The Cuarrman. I didn’t say they threatened you. But they came 
there to try to take over that business, the control of it. That is 
what they were after, according to your judgment? 

Mr. Taran. That was all of our distributors’ opinion. 

The Cuarrman. That was the opinion of all i you! 

Mr. Taran. Of all of them. 

The Cuarrman. They hadn’t been sent for but just came volun- 
tarily and told you they wanted to take over in that fashion. That 
is what it amounted to; isn’t it? 

Mr. Taran. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is there anything further? 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you any interest in the Jet Amusement Co.? 

Mr. Taran. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You haven’t had an interest, either? 

Mr. Taran. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. I have nothing further. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Joseph Indellicato. 

The Cuatrman. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Inpetuicato. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH INDELLICATO 


The Cuarmman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation, please. 

Mr. Inpetiicato. My name is Joseph Indellicato. I reside at 330 
85th Street, Miami Beach, Fla. 

The Cuarrman. What is your business? 

Mr. Inpe.iicato. Unemployed. 

The Cuarrman. Did you ever have a business ? 
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Mr. Invetxicato. Yes. I just got out of the transportation business, 
The Cuarrman. You have been in the transportation business? 
Mr. InpEtiicato. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMAn. You waive counsel, do you? 

Mr. Invetxicato. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. What phase of the transportation business were you 
in? 

Mr. Inpetuicaro. I was running refrigerated trucks. 

Mr. Kennepy. For how long a period of time ? 

Mr. Invetxicato. Two years. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the name of the company 4 

Mr. InpELLIcAaTo. Sunshine State Transports, Inc. 

Mr. Kennepy. Sunshine State Transports, Inc. ? 

Mr. Invetuicato. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that located in Miami ? 

Mr. InDELLICATO. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many trucks did you have? 

Mr. Inpetxiicato. Four. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were your drivers members of the Teamsters Union? 
Mr. Invetiicatro. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there ever any attempt to organize them ? 

Mr. Invetxicato. I guess so. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was not successful ? 

Mr. Inpetuicato. Well, they go on the road, and it is hard to organ- 


ize that kind of a driver. 


Mr. Kennepy. Over the road ? 

Mr. Inpetuicato. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What business were you in prior to that? 

Mr. INpbEtLIicaTo. Salesman. 

Mr. Kennepy. For whom? 

Mr. Invextuicato. Falcone & Sons. 

Mr. Kennepy. Falcone & Sons? 

Mr. InpetuicaTo. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What do they do? 

Mr. Inverxicaro. Retail and wholesale grocers, Italian products, 


mostly. 


Mr. Kennepy. In the Miami area? 

Mr. InpeuuicaTo. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are they related tothe Falcones in Utica? 
Mr. Inpetuicato. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that Joseph Falcone? 

Mr. Inpetiicato. Salvatore. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long were you with him ? 

Mr. Invexxicato. About 3 or 4 years. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that company still operating in Miami? 
Mr. InpetuicaTo. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Salvatore attended the meeting at Apalachin, did he 


not ? 


Mr. Inpetuicato. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Joseph,I guess. Joseph isa brother ? 

Mr. Inpetxicato. Well, he has a brother Joseph and a son Joseph. 
Mr. Kennepy. And you were a salesman for that company ? 
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Mr. InNpEtuicaTo. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And prior to that time, what did you do? 

Mr. Inpetiicaro. I worked for a ship scaling and painting company 
in New York. 

Mr. Kennepy. What wasthe name of it? 

Mr. Inpetuicato. National Ship Scaling & Painting Co. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you do for them ¢ 

Mr. Invetxicaro. Timekeeper. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long did you work for them ? 

Mr. Inpevuicato. A couple of years. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you a member of a union then ? 

Mr. Inpetuicato. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What union did they have a contract with ? 

Mr. INpvetuicaTo. I have no idea, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there any union in the Falcone business ¢ 

Mr. Inpetiicaro. Not tomy knowledge. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are you related to the Falcones? 

Mr. Invewiicato. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Notat all? 

Mr. Invetiicatro. Well, our parents come from the same part of the 
country. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you known them a long time? 

Mr. INpeELLICATO. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you ever had any interest in any coin machine 
business ? 

Mr. INpELLICATO. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Mr. Karpf? 

Mr. INpetuicato. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long have you known him? 

Mr. Inpeuiicaro. A short while. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long? 

Mr. Inpetxicatro. Not too long. A couple of years, I would say. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he relate to you what he was doing in connec- 
tion with the coin machine business in Miami? 

Mr. InpELxLIcaTo. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He never discussed that with you? 

Mr. Inpetuicato. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever help or assist him in any way ? 

Mr. InvELLICcATO. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know that he was connected with any 
union ? 

Mr. InpetuicatTo. Yes, I read about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. But other than reading about it, you didn’t know 
about, it ? 

Mr. INpvELuIcaTo. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know Mr. Randazzo? 

Mr. Inpexiicatro. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you associated with him in any way ? 

Mr. Inpetuicato. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you attend this meeting of the operators in 
Miami in 1955 ? 

Mr. Inpetxicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may intimidate me—incriminate me. 
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Mr. Kennepy. We were doing so well, Mr. Scootch. 

The Cuatrman. What is you real name? 

Mr. Inpetuicaro. Indellicato. 

The Cuarrman. I see something here about Joe Scootch. Does 
that refer to you? 

Mr. INvELuLIcaTo. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is that your alias? 

Mr. Inpetuicato. I guess so. 

The Cuarrman. How did you get that name? 

Mr. InvetxiicaTo. I have no idea. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you had it all your life? 

Mr. Inpetxicato. Since childhood. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have no idea where Scootch came from? 

Mr. Invetxuicato. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you use Scootch ? 

Mr. Inpetxicato. |] use my proper name. 

The Cuarrman. What was that you thought might tend to incrim- 
inate you ? 

Mr. Inpetuicato. That is right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I said what was it. I didn’t understand you. 

Mr. Inpexxicaro. About attending a certain meeting. I don’t 
know. 

The Cuarrman. About who? 

Mr. Inpetuicato. Attending a certain meeting. 

The Cuarmman. Whether you attended a certain meeting ? 

Mr. Invetuicato. Yes. 

The Cuatrrman. Which meeting was that? 

Mr. InpeELuicato. I don’t know what meeting. 

The Cuarrman. I didn’t understand you. 

Mr. Inpetiicato. He mentioned a meeting. 

The Cuarrman. Do you remember which one it was? 

Mr. InpetxiicaTo. No, sir. 

The CHarrman. You don’t know which one he mentioned ? 

Mr. Invetuicato. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Counsel, maybe he would answer if he knew 
which meeting you were talking about. He says he didn’t under- 
stand which meeting you were talking about. Ask him. 

Mr. Kennepy. The meeting that occurred in 1955 of the operators 
in the Miami area. Did you attend that meeting? 

Mr. Invetxicato, I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds 
that it may incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Now you know which meeting he was talking 
about, do you? 

Mr. InpELLIcaTo. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us if you had anything at all to do 
with the coin machine business ? 

Mr. Invetuicatro. Absolutely nothing, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever have any conversation with anybody 
in connection with the coin machine business ? 

Mr. InpetiicatTo. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, did you ever attend a meeting where the 
coin machine business was discussed, where you participated ? 

Mr. Inpetuicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 
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Mr. Kennepy. You have me there. I don’t understand. You 
have never been involved in the coin machine business at all and 
when I ask if you attended a meeting in connection with it, you take 
the fifth amendment. 

Would you explain that ? 

Mr. Inpetuicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds 
that it may incriminate me. 

The CHarrMan. You mean an explanation might tend to incrim- 
inate you? Isthat what you are saying? 

Mr. Invetxicato. That is what I am saying, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I didn’t understand you. 

Mr. Invetxicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell the committee what led up to your 
going to that meeting? 

Mr. Inpetxicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Randazzo ever ask you to come to any 
meeting ? 

Mr. Ixvetxicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Karpf ever ask you to come to any 
meeting ? 

Mr. Inpetiicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Mr. Taran? 

Mr. Invetuicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Are you mixed up with that bunch of thugs? 

Mr. Invetuicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. Did you ever represent any labor organization ? 

Mr. Invetxicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. Did you ever receive any income from a labor 
union ? 

Mr. Inpvetxicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. Were you ever an officer in a labor union ? 

Mr. Invetuicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Indellicato, the information that we have had 
this morning is that you attended a meeting and it was explained that 
you were to be the go-between, the one that was going to straighten 
out the difficulties. Is that correct? 

Mr. Invetiicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Trigger Mike Coppola? 

Mr. Inpetxicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds 
that it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. According to our information, you are reported 
to be an associate of his, and an associate of Charlie “The Blade” 
White; is that correct? 
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Mr. Invetuicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. John “Peanuts” Tronolone? 

Mr. Invetxicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds 
that it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. How do you pronounce his name? Can you tell me 
that? How do you pronounce his name? 

Mr. Inpeixicato. Whose name? 

Mr. Kennepy. Tronolone. 

Mr. Inpetiicato. I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know him? 

Mr. Inpvexuicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Joseph and Sam DeCarlo, we also understand you 
to be an associate of theirs, and Joe Massei and Joe Mangone; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Inpetiicaro. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground that 
it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever have anything to do with the Paper 
Doll Night Club in Miami Beach ? 

Mr. Inpetuicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground that 
it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And in the Restaurant of Palange at Sunny 
Isles, Fla. ? 

Mr. Inpetiicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground that 
it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. The Sunshine State Transportation Co. ? 

Mr. InpvetuicatTo. The what, sir? 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever have any interest in the Sunshine 
State Transportation Co. ? 

Mr. Eypetuicato. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that the one that you mentioned earlier? 

Mr. Inveuuicato. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You owned that one? 

Mr. [npEsuicato. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about Doc’s Bar? Did you ever have an in- 
terest in that? 

Mr. Inpetuicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground that 
it may incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Is the Sunshine State the only one that was an 
honest business? Is that why you can’t answer? 

_ Mr. Inpetxicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground that 
it may incriminate me. 

The CuarrMan. Well, was the Sunshine State an honest business? 
_ Mr. Invetiicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground that 
it may incriminate me. 

The Cuamrman. We thought, from the way you were testifying, 
that maybe you had been in a legitimate business at one time in your 
life. Have you ever? 

_ Mr. Inpetiicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground that 
it may incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Ruth Brougher? 
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Mr. Inveuuicaro. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground that 
it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Barney Baker? 

Mr. Invetuicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground that 
it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Ruth Brougher has told us that you and Charley 
Karpf and Barney Baker shook somebody down in the Miami area, 
and that she was present when you split up the money, and that at that 
time you received $2,500 of the money that you had shaken down, the 
money you received from this employer. Could you tell us if that 
testimony is correct ? , 

Mr. Inpetiicaro. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that. it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have been arrested how many times? 

Mr. Inpetuicatro. Two or three times. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many convictions do you have? 

Mr. INpDELLICATO. One. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were an incorrigible child. Then later on you 
were a delinquent child. Then in 1932, you were convicted of assault 
and robbery and received a sentence of 10 to 20 years. Is that the 
one that you had in mind ¢ 

Mr. InpELLIcATO. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curris. Did you ever work for the Teamsters Union? 

Mr. Inpetxicaro. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. Do you recognize these names that have been 
mentioned, such as Barney Baker, as being of the Teamsters Union? 

Mr. Invexuicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. Did you ever make any money out of any type of 
labor-management relations ? 

Mr. Inpetxicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. If you did make any money in such manner, did 
you report it in your income tax ? 

Mr. Inpexuicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever hear of the Lorrain Co. in Miami? 

Mr. Inve.iicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know anything about the Georgia Broilers 
of Florida, Inc. ? 

Mr. Inpvexiicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Krennepy. Did you suggest to the representatives of the Team- 
sters Union and the Butchers Union, which were making a joint 
organizing drive in the winter of 1956, that they leave the Georgia 
Broilers.of Florida alone and not try to organize them ? 

Mr: Inpetxicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 


Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell us what money you received for 
that? 
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Mr. Inpexicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us what your income has been over 
the period of the last 8 or 4 years? 

Mr. Invetuicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell us if you received, since 1955—1956 
and 1957—if you received any money, if you have had any income 
other than dividends ? 

Mr. Invexxicato. [ respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Isn’t it correct that you have not reported income 
over $2,500 in any 1 of those 4 years ? 

Mr. Inpewuicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that would be for 1954, 1955, 1956, and 1957, 
In 1954 you worked for the Fabulous Homes, Inc., Coral Gables, is 
that right, and you had an interest also in a company called the 
Swing & Putt Co. of Miami, Fla. ? 

Mr. Invetuicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And except for 1954, where you had evidently some 
means of income, all the rest of your income for the remaining 3 
years has all come from the sale of stock, all of which amounts to 
a total amount of money that you received in any 1 of those 4 years, 
the most that you received, to some $2,500? 

Mr. Ixpetuicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. How have you been able to live in Miami, Fla., for 
instance in 1957, on about $1,200? Can you tell us how you have 
been able to do that ? 

Mr. Invetuicato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. You would be giving away a trade secret, do you 
think ? 

Well, all right. 

Stand aside. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Frechette. 

The CxHarrman. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you 
shall give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Frecuerte. I do. 





TESTIMONY OF DAVID FRECHETTE, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
H. CLIFFORD ALLDER 


The Crarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 


Mr. Frecuerre. My name is David Frechette. I live at 1835 North- 
west 185th Terrace, Miami 60, Fla. 

The Cuarrman. Have you a business or occupation? 

Mr. Frecuerte. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 
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The CuHarrman. Would you say your business or occupation is 
legitimate ? 

r. Frecuetre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The CuHarrman. You couldn’t state that under oath, that your 
business is legitimate without possible self-incrimination ? 

Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Counsel, identify yourself for the record. 

Mr. Auuper. H. Clifford Allder, Washington, D. C. 

The CHarrMaAn. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Frechette, you are secretary and business rep- 
resentative of Local 290 of the International Brotherhood of 
Teamsters ¢ 

Mr. Frecuetre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that is the local that was chartered in March 
of 1956 to cover Teamster members in the building and construction, 
alcoholic and carbonated beverage, and processing and distribution 
businesses; is that right? 

Mr. Frecuetre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the local covers the territory from Key West 
north, to Fort Pierce; is that right? 

Mr. Frecuerrte. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us how many members that local 
has? 

Mr. Frecuerte. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. This local covers the coin machine operation in the 
Miami area 

Mr, Frecuerre. I respect 

Mr. Kennepy. And this was an operation, according to the testi- 
mony that we had this morning, the jurisdiction or area that had 
been covered originally by the Upholsterers Union, the Electrical 
Workers Union, the United Textile Workers, and now the Teamsters 
are init; is that correct ? 

Mr. Frecuette. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell the committee how many employees 
of the coin machine business you have in your local? 

Mr. Frecuette. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. According to what I understood, the public state- 
ment that you have made lately, it is that you only have some 12, 

15, or less than 20 people in the coin machine business that are 
actually in your local. Is that statement correct? 

Mr. Frecuette. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

' Mr. Kennepy. At the Teamsters Building in Miami, where you 
have your office, there are vending machines, are there not? 
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Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. r 

Mr. Kennepy. And these machines are all—they all have stamps 
on them, do they not, Teamsters labels? 

Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they are owned by one of Miami’s largest 
operators, Sam Marino; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. : 

Mr. Kennepy. And he has an interest in the S & M Music, H &§ 
Music Co., and the Jet Music Co.; is that right? 

Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. : 

Mr. Kennepy. He does not have any contract with the Teamsters 
Union, does he? 

Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. . 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell the committee how he has been able 
to get stamps and labels for his machines in the Teamsters head- 
quarters if he does not have a contract with the Teamsters Union? 

Mr. Frecnerrte. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was brought into the business in 1946 by his 
uncle, James Passanante, who had formerly been a partner of Angelo 
Meli; is that right? 

Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Krennepy. His machines are also located at the Miami Airport 
and these, too, have Teamsters labels affixed to them. Can you explain 
that to us? 

Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. I understand that he states that he received those 
labels from the association. Could you tell us what your relationship 
is with the association that they can pass out union labels? 

Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. ta 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know anything about the Continental In- 
dustries, which belongs to Mr. Harold Roth in the Miami area? 

Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. A number of Teamsters labels were found on the 
jukeboxes of Walter Zarzyski. Could you tell us about that? 

Mr. Frecuette. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he operates some 28 jukeboxes. He has told 
us that he got his Teamsters stickers from the association when he 
paid his dues of 35 cents per month per machine. Can you explain 
that to us? 

Mr. Frecuetre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. You originally came down from New York, Mr. 
Frechette ? 
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Mr. Frecuerre. | respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. W eren’t there a considerable amount of complaints 
at that time by other unions in the Miami area of the fact that you 
were encroaching on their jurisdiction when you made sweetheart 
contracts with employ ers ¢ 

Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Did you live in New York for a while, or work 
there ¢ 

Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Have you ever lived anywhere or done anything 
decent that you can talk about ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The CuHarrmMan. That is a question. 

Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Is there anything else? 

Mr. Kennepy. Here is a letter of September 14, 1956, to Mr. 
Frank Bonadio, secretary-treasurer of the building and construction 
trades department, AFL-CIO, dated September 14, signed by Den- 
nis Murphy, secretary-treasurer of the Miami Building and Con- 
struction Trades Council. It says: 

We are again protesting to you at this time the signing of sweetheart agree- 
ments by Mr. Frechette, covering work historically and traditionally performed 
by members of the Building Trades Craft Council, especially insofar as he is 
signing long-term agreements for ridiculous wage scales with employers who 
apparently are very willing and happy to sign such contracts. 

One pregnant feature of all of these contracts seems to be the checkoff of 
dues and other payments to Mr. Frechette’s union. 


Can you tell us anything about that? 

Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kexnepy. Then another letter of April 18, 1956, in which one 
of the paragraphs states: 

Inasmuch as these raiding tactics of local union No. 290, their “sweetheart” 
agreements which are being offered to certain unscrupulous employers are 
adversely affecting many of the legitimate crafts which comprise the Miami 
Building and Construction Trades: Council, we are appealing to you to help 
rectify the situation at the international level. 

That letter is also to Mr. Frank Bonadio from Dennis Murphy, 
secretary -treasurer. 

The CHarmman. Mr. Frechette, I present to you a photostatic copy 
of the letter referred to by counsel, dated September 14, 1958, ad- 
‘dressed to Mr. Frank Bonadio. It appears to be signed by Dennis 
Murphy. 

I will ask you to examine it and state if you recognize the letter or 
if you can identify it. 

(The document was handed to the witness.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The Cuairman. Have you examined the letter ? 

Mr. Frecuerre. Yes, I have. 

The CuatrmMan. Do you identify it? 
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Mr. Frecuerte. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Let this letter be made exhibit No. 70. 

(Letter referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 70” for reference 
and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

The CuHatrman. Now I hand you a second letter, dated April 18, 
1956, address to the same man, from Dennis Murphy, apparently, 
_ Task you to examine that photostatic copy and see if you identify 
it. : 

(The document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The CuairMAn. Have you examined the letter ? 

Mr. Frecuette. Yes, I have. 

The Cuarrman. Do you identify it? 

Mr. Frecuerte. I respectfully Anclitie to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

(At this point Senator Church entered the hearing room.) 

The Cuarrman. That may be made exhibit No. 70-A. 

(Letter referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 70-A” for reference 
and may be found in the files of the Select Committee. ) 

The Cuamman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. In connection with these letters in your general 
organising procedure, would you tell us anything about that, Mr. 
Frechette 

Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. F 

Mr. Kennepy. What kind of system do you generally use in an 
attempt to organize the employers? 

Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Rather than to go to the employees, do you go to 
the employers and attempt to organize ? 

Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. What other tactics do you use, Mr. Frechette, other 
than that? 

Mr. Frecuerte. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The CHAtrrMAN. You have been asked several questions about your 
local organization, your union. It is a very serious reflection, I think, 
on any organization or group who are in an association or organiza- 
tion together to carry on some presumably legitimate purpose and 
objectives where we find among their officers those who say they 
cannot say anything about it, talk about it, or answer questions about 
it, without possible self-incrimination. 

Are you stating here or do you mean to state that there is some- 
thing so bad about this union, local 290, or the International with 
which it is affiliated, that you just cannot be identified with it, or 
comment about its activities or its program or its work or anything, 
without possibly reflecting on yourself and incriminating yourself? 

Do you mean to leave that impression and give that statement out 
here to the public? Is that what you are doing? 
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Now you have two questions, and maybe three. What is your 
answer ¢ 

Mr. Frecuette. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarmMan. Let me ask you this, then: Is there anything, any- 
thing at all, about local 290 that is honest, that is decent, or at all 
respectable with regard to its officers, including you, that you can 
talk about without possible self-incrimination; anything at all? 

Mr. Frecuerte. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrmaAn. I think that when some of you labor leaders and 
labor officials that come up here in public and in response to a com- 
mand from your Government to give the information that it may 
need legislation, take the position that you cannot talk whether 
you are honest about it or not without possible self-incrimination, 
that is the greatest insult to the decent working people in America 
who belong to unions that could possibly be thrown at them. 

I think if they have any self-respect they will certainly feel that 

ople like you who take this position are about the sorriest crumbs 
with which humanity was ever infested. Do you want to make any 
comment on that ? 

Mr. Frecuetre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The CuHarrMAn. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I have a letter here that I would 
like to have the witness identify. 

The Cuarrman. I present to you a letter addressed to Mr. James 
R. Hoffa, dated March 18, 1958, apparently a letter from you to 
Mr. Hoffa. 

I will ask you to examine it and state if you can identify it as a 
letter you wrote to Mr. Hoffa on that date. 

The document was handed to the witness. ) 
The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
he CHatrMAn. Have you examined the letter? 

Mr. Frecuette. I have. 

The Cuarrman. Do you recognize it ? 

Mr. Frecuetre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The CHatrman. Do you want to deny that you wrote this letter? 

Mr. Frecuerre. I rere ae decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. This letter may be made exhibit No. 71. 

(Letter referred to was marked exhibit No. 71 for reference and 
may be found in the files of the Select Committee.) 

e CHarrMANn. You may proceed to interrogate the witness. 

Mr. Kennepy: This is a letter dated March 18, 1958, to James R. 
Hoffa, general president, International Brotherhood of Teamsters, 
Chauffeurs, Warehousemen and Helpers of America, 25 Louisiana 
—, NW., Washington, D.C., and is signed by Dave Frechette, 

ocal 290. 


Deak Jimmy: Enclosed please find story from the Miami Herald of this 
date covering job action discussed with you by phone this morning. 

Support from the Building Trades Crafts has been heartwarming on this 
proposition especially from the Laborers, with whom we are on very close 
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terms here and with whom we and the Operating Engineers are now engaged 
in a joint organizational drive on the concrete and concrete products industry 
in south Florida. 

We are really going hot and heavy after Acme Concrete, with all three locals 
pulling out all the stops to get him in the fold. They are a pretty rough nut 
and are the second largest outfit in the industry, next to Maule. But we are 
pretty confident we can get them, and, if they go, the entire Concrete and 
Block Association will go, as the rest won’t have much choice when the two 
largest are union, what with the support we can now muster among the other 
trades. 

It’s a no-holds-barred war; Acme is using-all the tricks in the book to combat 
us. 


Then he goes on for several paragraphs to state the diffic ‘ulties they 
are having. This is the part I am particularly interested in. 


As I’ve outlined above, we’re in a fight to the finish on this one since it can 
make or break us in this part of the South and we intend to use every tactic 
at our disposal. Bernie Rubin, the head of the three Laborers locals here, has 
a gimmick he has used successfully in the past when he gets into a knockdown 
drag-out battle with a contract where FHA or VA financing is involved. He. 
employs the segregationist feeling here concerning the Negro and makes it back- 
fire into their laps. 

On a Sunday, when the developer has his model homes on display to the 
public and when he makes his sales, he floods the models with a few hundred 
colored laborers and their families, who parade through the models and many 
express an interest in purchasing a home in the project with a few actually 
making application. In the light of this segregation thing here, this ruins the 
sales for the day. Then he delivers a crowning blow by having one family show 
up with a certified check for the full purchase price, with Rubin’s attorney in 
tow, and the colored‘man asks to buy a house. Of course, the man: signs the 
necessary legal papers so that the money is not actually his, but belongs to the 
local. 

If the sales agent refuses to sell him a house or hedges around about it, a 
formal complaint is immediately registered with the FHA and VA who, as you 
know, whenever any Federal money or guarantees are involved, can brook no 
discrimination. This usually ends it, as the builder gets shook up about having 
his mortgage financing fouled up. 

Rubin says this should be our ace in the hole on this Heftler situation, as 
he’s selling his houses twice as fast as he can build them because he has a 
terrific financing deal out of the FHA under title 216 which provides up to a 
40-year mortgage and allows a family to get into the house with $400 down 
total. 

This title 216 is some kind of cooperative mortgaging arrangement. If it’s 
fouled up, or he thinks it’s goimg to be fowled up, he’s dead. Rubin’s willing 
to supply the necessary people for this deal, but he thinks the money should 
be put up by the Teamsters for this go-round, since it is a joint venture. 

It will take $15,000 to buy one of these homes. Actually, there never will be 
a purchase made and the money is never out of the control of the local. But, 
as you well know, my local doesn’t have the money to even put up in the form 
of a certified check. If you can see your way clear to having it put up, I think 
we can be assured of a winner down here. I wouldn’t want to handle the money 
myself, but would suggest that Ben Cohen, the attorney here, handle it as your 
personal representative. 


And then he goes on. 

The Cuairman. Have you any comment ? 

Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. Did Mr. Hoffa make reply to your letter? 

Mr. Frecuerrte. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to meriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. How would a letter written by Jimmy Hoffa in- 
criminate you? 

Mr. Frecuerte. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 
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Senator Curtis. Do you know Jimmy Hoffa? 

Mr. Frecuerre. | respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator CuRTIs. Do you know any of the other International offi- 
cers in the Teamsters Union ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. Have you worked for any other union besides the 
Teamsters ¢ 

Mr. Frecnerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Cuurcu. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Senator Church? 

Senator Cuurcu. Did the Teamsters put up this $15,000 ? 

Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Crururcn. Do you go ahead with your plan and place this 
money in the hands of a colored citizen who posed as the purchaser 
of one of these houses ? 

Mr. Frecuette. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

At this point Senator Kennedy entered the hearing room.) 

Senator Cuurcu. Wouldn’t you regard the proposal that is set 
forth in your letter as a trafficking in public prejudice? 

Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator CHurcu. Don’t you think that this is a brazen case of 
exploiting the colored man ? 

Mr. Frecurrte. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

(At this point Senator Curtis left the hearing room.) 

Senator Cuurcu. Mr. Chairman, in the course of the past few 
months we have had much evidence of the fact that the Teamsters 
Union is willing to employ any means to accomplish its ends, and in 
its conquests we have seen extortion used, we have seen violerice 
resorted to, we have seen embezzlement. But I believe that this is as 
outrageous an abuse as any that has come to the committee’s atten- 
tion because here is a conspiracy to capitalize upon deepseated public 
feeling in the very tender and important area of race relations. 

More than that, here is a flagrant instance of intentional exploita- 
tion of colored people to create ‘bad feeling in the community in order 
to break the resistance so that the Teamsters can accomplish another 
conquest. 

I think this is a disgraceful display of immorality of the worst sort, 
and is as shocking an instance of Teamster abuse as has come to 
the attention of this committee. 

I will ask the witness one other question. This letter has been read 
to you, this proposal has been set out. Do you deny that the letter 
is yours? Do you deny that the proposal was one that you made to 
Mr. Hoffa ? 

Mr. Frecuerte. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to.incriminate me. 
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Senator Cuurcu. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. May IL ask you this question. 

I share what you have said, Senator Church, so it prompts a ques- 
tion I am about to ask. 

Are there any depths so low to which you and other officers of the 
Teamsters Union will not stoop to carry out your nefarious acts? 

Mr. Frecuerre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrMan. I don’t believe there are. I have not found them 
in the course of these investigations. I said the other day and I say 
it again, that there is every justification for every decent member of 
the Teamsters Union in this country to start a rebellion against the 
present rotten, contemptible leadership of the Teamsters Union in 
this country. 

Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Frechette, what is the idea of rounding up 
these colored people then, that you would pay them some money to 
come through on a Sunday afternoon and walk through the housing 
development ? 

Mr. Frecuerte. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then your reference after that is that the man buys 
the house but that is all a fake. Of course, the man signs the neces- 
sary legal papers so that the money is not actually his, but belongs 
to the local. 

Can you explain that to the committee? 

Mr. Frecuette. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have any feeling toward the people of the 
colored race at all that you would follow this procedure, Mr. 
Frechette? 

Mr. Frecuerte. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Kennepy. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Senator Kennedy ? 

Senator Kennepy. Mr. Frechette, are there Negroes in the Team- 
sters locals in the Miami area ? 

Mr. Frecuette. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Kennepy. It states that the people who came to the hous- 
ing project were members of the Laborers Taser and were Negroes. 
You refuse to give this committee any information as to whether 
there are Negroes in the Teamsters local in this area? 

Mr. Frecuette. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Kennepy. Would you tell us whether this has ever been 
done before ? 

Mr. Frecuerte. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Kennepy. Did Mr. Hoffa send you the money? 

Mr. Frecuetrte. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Kennepy. In other words, you do not defend this action! 
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Mr. Frecuette. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. What it amounts to is not only taking advantage 
of the segregationist feeling, but it is a question of the exploitation 
of the Negro, is it not? It is a flagrant example of that, Mr. 
Frechette. 

Mr. Frecuette. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Kennepy. Mr. Frechette, Mr. Hoffa goes around the 
country talking a good deal about what he does for the working men 
and women of this country. Did he react to your suggestion and 
refuse it and express outrage that you would even consider it or did 
he send you the money? 

Mr. Frecuertre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Kennepy. Isn’t it a fact that he did send you the money? 

Mr. Frecuetrte. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Kennepy. Mr. Hoffa has been quoted before in regard to 
the violence in Tennessee as saying that “these hillbillies need kicking 
around,” in regard to the goon squad, Mr. Smith and others who 
committed acts of violence numbering into several hundreds without 
having any penalties. 

Now it seems to me by the fact that he supported you in this effort, 
it indicates what his regard is as to the white and colored people of 
this particular area, that he would exploit racial feeling in order to 
permit you to put pressure on a company. 

The Cuarrman. Is there anything further? 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call Mr. Bellino and 
Mr. Sheridan in respect to the accounts. 

The CuarrmMan. The committee will stand in recess for 15 minutes. 

(A short recess was taken, with the following members of the select 
committee present: Senators McClellan, Kennedy and Church.) 

(Members of the select committee present at the expiration of the 
recess: Senators McClellan and Church.) 

The Carman. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Kennepy. May I call Mr. Sheridan? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Sheridan, have you been sworn? 

Mr. Suerman. Not in this hearing. 

The Cuarrman. Do you solemnly swear the evidence you shall give 
before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Suerman. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF WALTER J. SHERIDAN 


The Cuarrman. Are you a member of the staff of the committee? 

Mr. Suerman. Yes, I am, Senator. 

The Cuarmman. How long have you so been? 

Mr. SHeripan. Two years. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Sheridan, you or someone under your direction 
and control, associated with you, has made an investigation into some 
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of the correspondence between Mr. Hoffa and Mr. Frechette in con. 
nection with this matter that we have discussed this afternoon? 

Mr. SHermAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have we found that the letter we have been dis. 
cussing this afternoon was missing from the union files? 

Mr. Suerman. Yes, sir; we did. We found that the letter by Mr. 
Frechette was missing from the Teamsters International files. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did we find that subsequently there were some finan. 
cial transactions with Mr. Frechette and with Mr. Cohen, who js 
discussed in the letter ? 

Mr. Suermpan. Yes, we did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you relate to the committee what we found 
in connection with that, or what documents and letters are available? 
This letter to Mr. Hoffa is dated March 18, 1958. 

Mr. Sueripan. Following that letter, on April 24, 1958, there was 
a letter from Ben Cohen to Mr. Hoffa, in which Mr. Cohen says that: 

Pursuant to your letter regarding my fee of $15,000 in the above matter, I am 
enclosing a list of some things that were done in connection with the successfyj 
handling of this case. 

Mr. Kennepy. In the letter of March 18, 1958, from Mr. Frechette, 
Mr. Frechette says in the second to the last paragraph: 

If you can see your way clear to having it put up. 
and $15,000 is being discussed 


I think we can be assured of a winner down here. I wouldn’t want to handle 
the money myself, but would suggest that Ben Cohen, the attorney here, handle 
‘it as your personal representative. 

Is that right ? 

Mr. SHERIDAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. The next piece of correspondence we find is a letter 
from Ben Cohen ? 

Mr. SHeripan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Ben Cohen in that letter refers to a letter he received 
from Jimmy Hoffa? 

Mr. Suerwan. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that letter is also missing from the Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Teamsters’ files ? 

Mr. SHERIDAN. Yes. 

The CHarrmMan. Does it appear that the files of the International 
Teamsters have been stripped of this correspondence ? 

Mr. Sueripan. Well, the letters should be there, Senator, but they 
are not there. 

The CuHarrmMan. You were unable to find the letters there? 

Mr. SuHerman. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. He mentions the $15,000. Then how is it handled 
at that time ? 

Mr. SHertpan. On the side of the letter there is a notation of $10,000, 
indicating that the sum was reduced from $15,000 to $10,000, and on 
the top of the letter is “OK, J. R. Hoffa.” Following that, there is 
a transmittal of $10,000 to Mr. Cohen. 

Mr. Kennepy. A transmittal of $10,000 to Mr. Cohen ? 

Mr. SHermpan. To Mr. Cohen. 

Mr. Kennepy. On what date? 
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Mr. SHermpan. That is by letter dated May 16, 1958, from John F. 
English, to Ben Cohen. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about the $5,000, the next $5,000? 

Mr. SuHeripan. By check dated April 30, 1958, in the amount of 
$5,000, made out to local 290 of the Teamsters local union in Miami, 
Fla. This money is forwarded to Mr. Frechette in Miami in con- 

nection with a request from him for $5,000 for organizational expenses. 

Mr. Kennepy. So altogether there was $15,000 forwarded, $10,000 
tothe attorney and $5,000 t to the union ? 

Mr. SuHeripan. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. The attorney in his letter lists what he has done 
for the $15,000 that he originally requested, did he not? 

Mr. SHERIDAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you havea copy of that? 

Mr. Suertpan. Yes; I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. That consists of some seven or eight conferences 
that he held ? 

Mr. SHermwan. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many conferences, actually ? 

Mr. Suerwan. There are actually 10 conferences. 

The Cnarrman. Do we havea copy of the letter ? 

Mr. SHERIDAN. Yes; we do. 

The Cuarrman. This letter may be made Exhibit N ». 72. 

(Letter referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 72’ for reference and 
will be found in the appendix on p. 17686. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. Actually, it consists of a conference with a client 
and an attorney, a Teamster attorney, a meeting with the press, that 
is the second, another conference with the attorney , a conference with 
two clients, and a conference with the client and attorney, obtaining 
some six depositions. Isthat right? 

Mr.SuHeripan. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then two appearances in court and for that the 
charge was $15,000 ? 

Mr. Sueripan. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all there is, is there, in connection with the 
documents in connection with this operation ? 

Mr. SHERIDAN. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. The letter was made exhibit No. 72. The photo- 
static copy of the check for $10,000 may be made rr No. 72-A. 

(Check referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 7T2—A” for reference 
and will be found in the appendix on p. 17687. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you the document for $5,000 ? 

Mr. Suerman. Yes; we have that check in connection with the 

advance of $5,000 to local 290. 

The CoairMan. What document have you showing that transaction ? 
Have you the check ¢ 

Mr. Suertpan. Yes, dated April 30, 1958, to local 290, in the amount 
of $5,000. 

The CuarrmMan. Whois that check from ? 

Mr. Suermpan. From the Teamsters International Union. 

The CuarrmMan. That may be made exhibit No. 72-B. 

(Check referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 72-B” for reference, 
and it will be found in the appendix on p. 17688. ) 
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TESTIMONY OF DAVID FRECHETTE, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
H. CLIFFORD ALLDER—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. You still hold your union position, do you not? 

Mr. Frecuerte. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. So Mr. Hoffa at least was not so outraged at your 
a that he requested your resignation or fired you as a Teamster 
official ? 

Mr. Frecuerte. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrmMan. What we find here is that $15,000 came out of the 
international union less than a month after this proposal was made: 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Suerman. Within a 2-month period. 

The Cuatrman. The letter is written March 18, and this check js 
April, the check for $5,000, is April 11. 

{r.Suerman. And the $10,000 check, I believe, is the 15th. 

The CuarrMan. Well, less than 2 months; all right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And, of course, during that period of time, there 
was some financing of the union going on, regular financing, from the 
southern conference ? 

Mr. SuHeripan. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. But Mr. Hoffa did not take any disciplinary action 
against you, Mr. Frechette ? 

Mr. Frecuetre. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. . 

Mr. Kennepy. In fact, he took steps to financially support the 
union and also to financially support this attorney, Mr. Cohen, who was 
the attorney for your union as well as other unions down there of the 
Teamsters ¢ 

Mr. Frecuette. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long have you had Mr. Cohen as the attorney? 

Mr. Frecuerte. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. You speak of him to handle this as Mr. Hoffa’s per- 
sonal representative; is that right ? 

Mr. Frecuerte. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Does Mr. Cohen handle many things such as this? 

Mr. Frecuette. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any further questions ? 

Will you make one decent statement about your operations? 

Mr. Frecuette. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The CHarrMan. Stand aside. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Karpf. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Karpf. 

Be sworn. 
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You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Karpr. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF CHARLES KARPF 


The CHarrman. State your name, please. 

Mr. Karrr. Charles Karpf. 

The CHarrmMan. Where do you live, Mr. Karpf? 

Mr. Karrr. 424 Surfside Boulevard, Miami Beach, Fla. 

The Cuarrman. What is your business or occupation ¢ 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuairman. Is that because your business is not legitimate ? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrMan. You waive counsel; do you ? 

Mr. Karrr. I do. 

The Cuarrman. Will you waive that card, memorandum, or what- 
ever it is you have in front of you? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrMan. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Karpf, you were formerly associated with Local 
598 of the Upholsterers Union and Local 296 of the United Textile 
Workers; is that right ? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Your criminal record reveals some eight arrests and 
three convictions ? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. 1944, possession of policy slips, $25 fine ; 1951, forgery 
in the second — grand larceny in the second degree, and petty 
larceny. You plead to attempted grand larceny in the second degree 
and received 1 to 2 years in the State prison in New York; is that right? 

Mr, Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1955, convicted of assault and battery, 30 days 
and a $250 fine; is that right ? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Before you became active in this operation, in unions, 
in the Miami area, you were active in New York City; is that right? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. amunape. Prior to 1950, you derived your income largely from 
bookmaking, but when you were arrested from June of 1944 you gave 
ee occupation as organizer for the Dress Drivers and Helpers Union, 

al 102 of the ILGWU;; isn’t that right? 

Mr. Karprr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Your brother, David Karpf, was the manager of 
Local 102, ILGWU, up until 1957, when he was convicted of labor 
extortion ? 

Mr. Karrr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And his activities have come before the committee: 
in addition to that there is also the fact that he was one of those who 
borrowed money from Irving Mishel and Charles Bernoff; is that 
right ¢ 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And another brother was Benny Kaye, a Mian; 
gambler who is now deceased ; is that right ? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. ; 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1949 you obtained a charter for Local 65 of the 
Novelty Workers, which was afliliated with the International Jewelry 
Workers? ; 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. The charter was revoked in 1950, but you kept a 
checkbook, and in December 1950 bought six cameras in New York 
City with a local 65 check; is that right ? 

Mr. Karprr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then you continued to use the checks of that local 
into 1951; did you not ? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. You continued your union operation. You went 
down to Florida, and when the Automatic Music Guild was formed 
with Mr. Randazzo, they recognized Local 598 of the Upholsterers 
Union, of which you were the chief official; is that right? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. There was never any interest in the employees. You 
were there as an organizer on behalf of the employers; is that correct? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you offered the employers, the operators, secu- 
rity: isthat right ? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then when the association voted to recognize local 
598, you put an assessment of 50 cents per machine per month to be 
split between the association and the union, with about 4,000 machines 
in the county giving $1,000 to each per month ? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. ; 

Mr. Krennepy. Would you tell us anything about the operation 
there? 

Mr. Karrr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell us anything about Mr. Norman’s 
Jace of business being stinkbombed ? 

- Mr. Karrr. I respectfully: decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. On Mr. Helow being beaten up? Can you tell us 
about that ? 

Mr. Karrr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is he the one that testified he was beaten up? Is this 
the Karpf that this boy said beat him up? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes, that is right. 

The CuatrmMan. Are you proud of it? 

Mr. Karrr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrmMan. How much help did you take along with you? 

Mr. Karrr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Allright. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was the fourth man, Herman Wilensky, who assisted 
you in beating this Mr. Helow up, an associate of yours in Brooklyn, 
known as Herkie? 2 

Mr. Karrr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And who has the reputation of that of a killer who 
has 11 arrests and one conviction, in 1952, for grand larceny ? 

Mr. Karrr. I respectfully decline to answer “because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you go around and threaten operators that did 
not take their jukeboxes from the members of the association with 
whom you had this collusive deal ? 

Mr. Karrr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you tell Miss Catherine Gibson that her boxes 
were not accepted by the association, that her place would be stink- 
bombed ? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And was that threat also made by Walter George 
Zarzyski, who was the owner of the Florida Flamingo Musie Co. 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because 1 honestly be: 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. He has a record of seven arrests and five convictions, 
having served more than 8 years of a 1-to-20-year sentence for armed 
robbery. 

Mr. Karrr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was one of the operators who formed the new 
association, and Randazzo was one of those behind you; is that right? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you went into local 296, according to the 
information we have, 296 of the Textile Workers Union, included 
amongst the jukebox repairmen, of which you had about 4, you 
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organized a major shrimp packing plant, 27 window-cleaning firms, 
and 2 optical-supply plants; is that right? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And most of the workers were Puerto Rican and 
Cuban extraction, could not speak English, and had to pay some $3 
to $4 to the union. All they received was the membership card; is 
that right ? 

Mr. Karper. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And no one ever approached the employees. It 
was just once again this collusive arrangement that you made with 
the employers. 

Mr. Karper. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you also became business manager of the 
Florida Window Cleaners & Maintenance Association, is that right, 
an association of companies doing window cleaning and janitorial 
services in local hotels ? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And there was some violence with some of the em- 
ployees who refused to join the union, and which, again, was 
operated by the association. Those employees were beaten up? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The CuatrMan. Did you ever whip anybody your size? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Carman. Call the witness from this morning, the one who 
got beat up. 

Mr. Hetow. I am Mr. Helow. 

The CuHarrman. What do you weigh? 

Mr. Hetow. About 155. 

The Cuarrman. How much do you weigh ? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuairman. Do you know this fellow standing by you? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The CHarrman. The fact is you are ashamed of what you did, 
aren’t you? You can’t look him in the face, can you, without show- 
ing your shame ? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Actually, he had three other people with him. 

The Cuarrman. I know; he had three others helping him. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have some letters that I would 
like to have made exhibits, if we may. 

These letters are in connection with Mr. Karpf’s activities. They 
oppose his union, saying they want nothing to do with them. 
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TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR G. KAPLAN—Resumed 


The Cuamman. Mr. Kaplan, you may identify the letters and 
comment about them, on the basis of your examination and your 
investigation related thereto. 

Mr. Kaptan. These letters resulted from the attempts of the 
IBEW loca] that was being pushed out by Karpf’s local to deter- 
mine just who Karpf was and whether he complied with the Florida 
law requiring that he register as a labor representative. 

The Cuarrman. That is this man on the witness stand—Karpf? 

Mr. Kartan. Yes, sir—Mr. Karpf. 

They first inquired of Mr. Sal Hoffman, who was president of the 
Upholsterers International Union, and as a result of that inquiry, 
Mr. Hoffman wrote to Mr. Meyer Greenfield, who was then president 
of local 598, which Mr. Karpf was purporting to represent in or- 
ganizing the coin machine workers, and Mr. Hoffman stated that— 

When we issued our charter to local 598, it was on the basis that the local 
and its representatives confined their organizing activities to the unorganized 
workers coming within the jurisdiction of the Upholsterers International Union. 

Then he goes on to describe what that jurisdiction is. 

Then he says— 

Now with regard to Charles Karpf, our records do not show a Charles Karpf 
as a member of our union. Neither do our records indicate that a Charles 
Karpf is an officer of local 598. Therefore, you will please see to it that Mr. 
Charles Karpf does not present himself as a representative of the Upholsterers 
International Union, Local 598. 

The CuarrmMan. What is the date of that letter? 

Mr. Kaptan. This letter was dated March 21, 1955. 

And on that same day 

The Cuarrman. That letter may be made exhibit 73. 

Document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 73” for reference 
and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

Mr. Kapian. On that same date, Mr. Hoffman wrote to the Miami 
Crime Commission, because they were concerned with what to them 
appeared to be a very obvious shakedown in this industry. Mr. 

offman addressed » father to Mr. Dan Sullivan, and it states— 

We do not know Mr. Charles Karpf. Our local 598 does not have the author- 
ity to organize nor to accept as members coin machine mechanics. 

They disclaimed them completely. 

The Cuatrman. That letter may be made exhibit No. 73A. 

(Document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 73-A” for ref. 
erence and will be found in the appendix on p. 17689.) 

Mr. Karian. Immediately therafter Karpf represented himself as 
an organizer for the Miscellaneous Workers of America, Local 296, 
of the United Textile Workers of America, AFL, and gave out this 
card. He had this card printed and gave it out when he called on bars 
and various persons. 

The Cuarrman. I will present to the witness a card of the Miscel- 
laneous Workers of America, UTWA-AFL, Charles Karpf, organ- 
ier. I present this card to you and ask you if that is your card of 
identification that you used in connection with your union activities 
at one time. 

(The document was handed to the witness. ) 

86751—59—pt. 48 —18 
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TESTIMONY OF CHARLES KARPF—Resumed 


Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Are you ashamed of it? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend toincriminateme. _ 

The Cuatrman. Did you ever represent legitimately any union in 
your life? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend toincriminateme. __ ; 

The Cuarrman. Were you an imposter? Did you just represent 
yourself as being an officer or as authorized by a union to act as its 
organizer or representative when in truth and fact you were not so 
authorized ¢ 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any further questions? 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we also had the testimony of Ruth 
Brougher in connection with Mr. Karpf, as well as Mr. Indellicato. 

The Cuarrman. This card may be made exhibit No. 73-B. 

(Card referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 73-B” for reference 
and will be found in the appendix on p. 17690.) 

Mr. Kennepy. It was that, according to Ruth Brougher, the three 
of them received this payment and that Joe Indellicato received 
$2,500 of the split. 

Do you know Ruth Brougher? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is her testimony in connection with your activities 
correct ? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. ciety And the reason, of course, that you could not regis- 
ter in the State of Florida was because of the fact that you had had 
this felony conviction; isthat right? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. So that was handled by having Mr. Randazzo reg- 
ister rather than you? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Barney Baker? 

Mr. Karpr. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, this letter from the State of Florida 
shows that he did not receive a license. Mr. Kaplan secured it. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kaplan, I hand you a letter and ask you to 
identify it. 

Mr. Kapuan. Yes, sir. This is a letter dated May 11, 1955, and is 
in response to an inquiry to the Secretary of State of the State of 


Florida. It is addressed to the Electricians Union, No. 239, which 
isthe IBEW. Itstates: 
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Dear Miss MATTHeEws: As requested in your telephone call to the office this 
day, we have checked our records relative to the status of Charles Karpf and 
do not find where he has been issued a business agent’s license for the Uphol- 
sterers International Union. 

The Cuairman. That may be made exhibit No. 73-C. 

(Letter referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 73-C” for reference 
and will be found in the appendix on p. 17691.) 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMAn. The committee will now stand adjourned, subject 
to the call of the Chair. The next public hearings will likely be 
around the 8th, 9th or 10th of April. 

(Members of the select committee present at time of adjournment: 
Senators McClellan and Church.) 

(Whereupon, at 4:50 p.m. the select committee adjourned, to re- 
convene at the call of the Chair.) 
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TUESDAY, APRIL 7, 1959 


U.S. SenatB, Setect CoMMITTEE ON Improper ACTIVITIES 
IN THE LABor OR MANAGEMENT FIELD, 
Washington, D.C. 

The select committee met at 2 p.m., pursuant to Senate Resolution 
44, agreed to February 2, 1959, in the caucus room, Senate Office 
Building, Senator John L. McClellan (chairman of the select com- 
mittee) presiding. 

Present: Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Senator 
Sam J. Ervin, Jr., Democrat, North Carolina. 

Also present: Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel, Walter R. May, 
assistant counsel; John P. Constandy, assistant counsel; Arthur G. 
Kaplan, assistant counsel; Sherman S. Willse, investigator; Ruth 
Young Watt, chief clerk. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will be in order. 

(Members of the select committee present at the convening of the 
session were Senators McClellan and Ervin.) 

The Cuamman. The Chair will make a brief statement. 

The committee enters today into the final phases of its scheduled 
study of racket infiltration and control in the coin-operated machine 
business. 

The hearings held by the committee thus far on coin machines 
have demonstrated that underworld figures have in a number of in- 
stances successfully infiltrated both the management and the union 
end of this lucrative business; we have found racketeers in manage- 
ment associations, in jukebox companies, in record-distributing com- 
— and in 4 ey unions in this field. The hearings on New 

ork, Chicago, Miami, and other cities have presented a variety of 

combinations used to get and exercise control over the coin-machine 
industry. 
The Detroit phase, however, that we are now beginning, we expect 
will serve to highlight a combination of the factors previously un- 
covered during our hearings. The struggle for control of the Detroit 
coin-machine industry extends over a long period of time. The com- 
mittee intends to review the factors which have contributed to the 
existing racket control of certain segments of both management and 
labor in this industry in the Detroit area. 

Because the racketeers have been so successful in the Detroit area, 
the committee will trace the methods by which they achieved in that 
city their measure of control. In Detroit, as in other cities, the _— 
was originally set by a group of employers who wanted to bar the 
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competition of outsiders. This they found could most effectively be 
done by collusion with a union. The racketeers, faced with this 
challenge, the proof will show, successfully infiltrated and assumed 
control of major portions of both ends of the business. 

Mr. Hoffa, his assistant, Mr. Bufalino, and certain key figures ip 
the Detroit underworld, it appears, play key roles in the situation 
in Detroit. 

Mr. Kennedy, you may call the first witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. The first witness is Mr. Joseph Brilliant. 

The Cuatrman. Will you be sworn, please ? 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Briitanrt. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH BRILLIANT 


The Cuarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and 
your business or occupation. 

Mr. Britiu1antr. My name is Joseph Brilliant. I operate the Bril- 
liant Music Co. of the City of Detroit. 

The Coarrman. What is that? 

Mr. Briwwiant. Brilliant Music Co. of the City of Detroit. 

The Cuarrman. Do you have counsel ? 

Mr. Briui1ant. No, sir. 

The CuHatrMan. Do you waive counsel? You do not desire counsel? 

Mr. Briiant. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Allright. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, prior to Mr. Brilliant’s testimony, 
we have a number of possible exhibits here. One is a tracing of the 
Detroit coin-machine industry as to its union and to its association, 
which might be helpful to the committee in following the testimony, 
and also have here the names of people whose names will arise during 
the course of the hearings. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair will permit these to be printed in the 
record at this point, solely as a basis of information, and not as 
evidence. 

(The information referred to follows :) 


DetrorT CoIN MACHINE INDUSTRY 
IN TWENTY YEARS: TEN EMPLOYER-SPONSORED UNIONS 


From March 1939 to 1942: Local Industrial Union 737, United Electrical Radio 
and Machine Workers of America, CIO (Roy Small). Union sponsored by the 
Michigan Music Operators Association, Inc., which name was amended to 
United Music Operators of Michigan (membership and purposes remain un- 
changed). Union represented at Michigan CIO Convention, 1942, by Roy Small. 
Charter revoked by International. 

From 1942 to 1948: American Federation of Coin Machine Operators, Inde- 
pendent. (Terminated in 1943.) 

From March 1943 to the fall of 1943: Local 361, CIO, United Retail, Wholesale 
and Department Store Employees Union (Neil Holland). Union charter was 
revoked by the International. 

From June 1943 to December 1944: Federal Local No. 22321, United Coin 
Machine Workers, AFL (Terminated in 1944) (Neil Holland and Sam LaVigne). 
Was dissolved January 1945. Union commenced operations from office of 
Association. Union business agents on payroll of Association. 
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From January 1945 to the spring of 1947: Federal Local No. 23814, Music 
Maintenance Workers, AFL (Eugene C. James). Sponsored by the Michigan 
Automatic Phonograph Owners Association, Inc. (MAPOA). Membership and 
purposes unchanged from that of predecessor. Union charter revoked through 
Detroit Federation of Labor; Jimmy James puts Hoffa’s wife and Brennan’s 
wife on union payroll. 

June 1947 to date: Local 985, International Brotherhood of Teamsters (Eugene 
c. James and William Bufalino). Charter application fraudulent. Charter 
obtained from International by James Hoffa. 

United Music Operators of Michigan (reactivated), 1953 to 1958 (UMO). 

June 1950 to the fall of 1950: National Phonograph Machine Workers of 
America (independent). (Edward Duck.) Sponsored by Muisc Systems, Inc. 
Acompany union. 

April 1953 to date: Local 1, United Electronic Workers of America (independ- 
ent). (Theodore Gaylor.) Sponsored by Jump Music Co., et al. A company 
union. 

September 1953 to date: Michigan United Coin Workers Union (independent). 
Sponsored by Bush Music Co. A company union. 

1953 to date: Automatic Coin Machine Workers Union. Sponsored by the 
Gaycoin Music Co. A company union. 


NAMES OF INTEREST, DETROIT 


Ayres, Warren: Sales manager, Vendo Cigarette Co., Detroit. 

Balenseifer, Martin: Franchised Wurlitzer distributor, Detroit (1943-46). 

Brennan, Owen: President of IBT Local 337. 

Bilvin Distributing Co.: Wurlitzer distributor, January 1946 to June 1947. 

Blumetti, James: Youngstown, Ohio, ex-convict. One of Nickelodeon Record 
Corporation of America trustees. Also former secretary of local 410, IBT. 

Bommarito, Joe, also known as SCARFACE: A leading Detroit mobster. 

Brilliant, Joseph: Former jukebox operator and distributor, and past president 
of the Michigan Automatic Phonograph Owners Association, Detroit. 

Bufalino, Russell: Attended Apalachin meeting. Cousin of William Bufalino. 

Bufalino, William: President of Local 985, Teamsters, Detroit, and former 
president of Bilvin Distributing Co. 

Bushkin, Jack “Babe”: Labor consultant and owner of Market Vending Co. 

Calland, Frank (deceased) : Jukebox union official in New York City up to 
1958. Also official of Nickelodeon Record Corp. 

Cammarata, Frank : Deported Midwest mobster. 

Ciarmitaro, Sam, also known as Black Shirt Sam: Juke box operator. 

Clason, Roy : Former manager of MAPOA. 

Coleman, Morris: Business agent for Local 337, Teamsters, Detroit, and vend- 
ing machine operator. 

Coppola, Francisco : Large-scale narcotic dealer. Arrested in Italy. 

Corrado, Domenic : Owner of T.D. Vending Co., Detroit. 

Corrado, Pete : Known numbers racketeer. 

De Schryver, Victor : Former jukebox operator in Detroit. 

Dilberto, Carlo: Convicted gambler who loaned money for start of Bilvin 
Distributing Co. 

Ditta, Nick: Underworld figure who loaned money for start of Bilvin Dis- 
tributing Co. 

Dixon, Leo: Jukebox distributor and operator in Ohio area. 

Duck, Edward: Former head of an independent jukebox local in Detroit. 

Gallo, Arthur : Operator of G. & G. Vending Co. 

Goldman, Morris: Detroit jukebox operator and former president of the 
Michigan Automatic Phonograph Owners Association. 

Graham, Harry: Former Wurlitzer distributor in Detroit. 
Guensche, Hugo: Former employee of Joseph Brilliant, and a jukebox 
serviceman. 

Hammargren, Milton J. ‘Mike’: Former Wurlitzer vice president in charge of 
sales. 

Holland, Neil : former union leader in Detroit. 

Hopkins, Carl: Vending machine operator in Detroit. 

James, Eugene “Jimmy”: Former president of local 985, Teamsters, Detroit, 
and official of Laundry Workers International Union. 

Jay-Cee Music: Jukebox operation of Pete Tocco and Raffaele Quasarano. 

Johnson, Siegfried : Bar owner in Detroit. 
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Langley, James: Secretary-treasurer of local 985, Teamsters, Detroit, ang 
brother-in-law of Hoffa. 

La Vigne, Sam: Representative of Detroit Bartenders Union, local 562, AFT, 

Licavoli, Peter : Convicted Detroit gangster. 

Maltese, Domenic, J.: Partner in Arizona Music Co. 
ein’ Vending Company : Cigarette vending company owned by Jack “Bake” 

Marquette Distributing Co.: Aieron jukebox distributor, Detroit. 

Marston Distributing Co.: AMI distributor in Detroit. 

Meli, Vincent A.: Jukebox operator in Detroit. 

Meltone Music Company : Jukebox company operated by Vincent Meli. 

Michigan Automatic Phonograph Owners Association (MAPOA) : Formed by 
operators of jukeboxes in Detroit in 1944. 

Minaudo, Nono: Deported hoodlum. Partner in Arizona Music Co. 

Morgan, Charles “Chuck”: A representative since 1952 of various jukebox ang 
cigarette machine operator associations. 

Nemesh, Joseph: President of Music Systems Inc., Seeburg distributorship in 
northern Ohio and Detroit area. 

Nickelodeon Record Co.: Company formed to produce and sell phonograph. 
records. Now defunct. 

Passanante, James: Former jukebox operator and partner of Angelo Meli, 

Presser, William: Former president of Jukebox Local 410, Teamsters, Cleve. 
land, and presently official of various units within Teamsters Union. 

Priziola, John, also known as “Poppa John”: Former director of Bilvin Dig- 
tributing Co. Has lengthy arrest record. 

Prujanski, Herman “Turk”: West coast representative of Nickelodeon 
Record Co. 

Salupo, Anthony “Babe” (deceased) : Officer of local 442-D, IBEW, Cincinnati. 

Small, Roy: Former jukebox operator, labor leader, and association official in, 
Detroit. 

Tocco, Sam J.: One of the officers of Bilvin Distributing Co. 

United Music Operators Association: Detroit association of jukebox operators, 

Watts, Cecil: Business agent for local 337, Teamsters, Detroit. 

Welsh, Lawrence “Johnny”: Financial and recording secretary of local 985, 
Teamsters, Detroit. 


Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Brilliant, you are in the music and game 
machine business in Detroit, from approximately 1930 to early 1958; 
is that right? 

Mr. Brruiant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were in the capacity of a distributor and as. 
an operator at various times during that period ? 

Mr. Brrwurant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That period of some 28 years? 

Mr. Brizu1ant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. During a portion of that time, you were president of 
the Operators Association in Detroit; is that right? 

Mr. Briiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. As president of the Operators Association during the 
early 1940’s, were you engaged in an effort to fight some of the gangster 
and racketeering element ? 

Mr. Brriant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That tried to obtain control of both the union and 
the association ; is that right ? 

Mr. Brizurant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, could you explain just briefly what the difi- 
culty or problem is as far as the juke box business itself is concerned, 
the distribution of the juke boxes and the pressures that are put on a 
jukebox operator ? 


Mr. Brunt. That covers quite a bit. I don’t know which phase 


of it you want me to explain. 
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Mr. Kennepy. If you could explain the operations of the so-called 
4whip” companies, what the pressures are from the location owner and 
what the pressures are from the distributor, as a general proposition. 

Mr. Briwx1ant. Well 

Mr. Kennepy. Specifically as far as the early 1940’s. 

Mr. Brii1ant. I don’t know what you are getting at, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were having difficulty in the early 1940’s, were 
you not ? bs lant 

Mr. Barwui1ant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And which ultimately led to your going down into 
Ohio to try to get some help and assistance ? 

Mr. Bariurant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just explain what the difficulties were that you were 
having at that time. 

Mr. Brant. Well, Wurlitzer at that time came out with a story 
that they were going to have exclusive operators, and the operators 
in the Detroit area, in order to protect themselves, went to Cleveland 
to find out the workings of an association and how it should function, 
and thereby protecting ourselves against that. 

Mr. Kennepy. What does it mean when they say they were going to 
have exclusive operators ? 

Mr. Briuz1ant. Meaning that they would sell to certain individuals 
and sign a contract with them, and thereby not selling to anybody else. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the danger as far as the rest of you were 
concerned in that? 

Mr. Brix1ant. We wouldn’t be able to get any new machines, and 
thereby protecting ourselves and our business. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was Wurlitzer at that time ahead of other com- 
panies ? 

Mr. Briwu1ant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. For what reason were they ahead of these others? 

Mr. Brizz1ant. They were first with the machines, and all of the 
rest of them were lagging behind, 6 months to a year. 

Mr. Kennepy. How had they been able to do that ? 

Mr. Brizxr1ant. I don’t know. 

The CuHamman. You mean they were able to deliver a machine 
promptly, if you purchased it ? 

Mr. Brizzrant. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. And the others would have to take an order and 
deliver it some six months later ? 

Mr. Briuiiant. They weren’t ready. 

The CuarrMan. It would take some time before they could deliver? 

Mr. Brruu1ant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they said that they were going to just give the 
om ” distribute these machines, just to certain companies; is that 
right 

r. Bryant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. To certain operators? 

Mr. Brruui1ant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. In order to protect yourselves you decided you would 
godown and meet with some of these people in Ohio? 

Mr. Briw1ant. We heard of a successful organization and we 
wanted to follow the pattern. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Now, “successful” in what way ? 

Mr. Brunt. In order to protect the operators, whereby one don’t 
jump the other and so forth and so on. 2 

Mr. Kennepy. Who did you go down to Ohio to visit ? 

Mr. Britu1ant. Bill Presser and Leo Dixon. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was he? 

Mr. Brizrxrant. He was president of the association in Cleveland, 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was Mr. Presser? 

Mr. Brizz1ant. He was with a union. He was running the union 
for the association at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Which was an Electrical Workers Union; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Briturant. [think so. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is No. 442-H, I believe, of the United Electrica] 
Workers. 

Mr. Brant. I don’t know about that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Of the International Brotherhood of Electrical 
Workers. 

Mr. Briutant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand that this arrangement down in 
Ohio had been an arrangement made between the union, personified 
by Mr. Presser, and the Association, personified by Mr. Dixon? 

Mr. Brruuiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And did they explain to you how it operated when 
you were down there? 

Mr. Briiirant. Yes, they did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then you went back to Detroit and did they 
make several visits to Detroit after that ? 

Mr. Brruur1ant. They did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Dixon and Mr. Presser ? 

Mr. Brinutant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did they explain to you at that time as to how 
it could operate, and what you would have to do? 

Mr. Briziu1ant. We got the bylaws, and the rules and regulations 
and how to function in an association, and set it up accordingly. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the method of operation dealt with one com- 
pany jumping another company ? 

Mr. Briiant. That was illegal, and one company shouldn’t jump 
the other company as long as they were members of the same 
association. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the union going to do in connection with 
this, and were they going to be sort of the enforcement arm ? 

Mr. Brizurant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that the way they had operated in Ohio ? 

Mr. Brizurant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And had been so effective; is that right ? 

Mr. Brinuiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepvy. Is it generally known that in Ohio, with the arrange- 
ment with Mr. Presser, that that is the most effective area as far as 
preventing jumping of locations, and the union acting as this enforce- 
ment arm ? 

Mr. Brizzrant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Even to this day ? 
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Mr. Brai1ant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And it keeps competition between the various op- 
erators down to a minimum; is that correct ? 

Mr. Brunt. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, when Mr. Presser was up in Ohio, did he say 
that this advice as to how to set up this association, a union arrange- 
ment, would cost some money ? 

Mr. Briwu1ant. It would cost us $5,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. And was $5,000 then raised for Mr. Presser at that 
time ? 

Mr. Brizw1ant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Who was to get that money ¢ 

Mr. Brizuiant. As far as I knew, to the best of my knowledge, 
Bill Presser. 

The CuaimMan. Just a personal contribution to him ? 

Mr. Briaiant. Pardon me? 

The CuarrMan. That was a payment to him personally ? 

Mr. Brunt. Yes, sir. 

The CuairMan. For his counsel and advice? 

Mr. Britaant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Just as you would employ a lawyer or a doctor 
to advise you? 

Mr. Briwuiant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. So it is a consultation fee of how to set up one of 
these organizations? 

Mr. Brruiant. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. And what was his position at the time ? 

Mr. Briwuiant. He was president of that union in Cleveland, what- 
ever the name was. 

The CHarrMan. He was president of a union ? 

Mr. Brinuiant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. A local union; is that correct ? 

Mr. Brmxtant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, who contributed to making up the $5,000 for 
Mr. Presser ? 

Mr. Briiant. Well, the entire group. 

Mr. Kennepy. This group of operators? 

Mr. Bru1ant. In Detroit, yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You yourself contributed ? 

Mr. Brrxr1ant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And to whom was the money given ? 

Mr. Brivit1ant. To the best of my recollection, to Victor De- 
Schryver. 

Mr. Kennepy. D-e S-c-h-r-y-v-e-r? 

Mr. Briwurant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was his position at that time? 

Mr. Briiaant. He became president of the first association. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you understood that he in turn passed the 
money on to Mr. Presser; is that right ? 

Mr. BratAnt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You understand that Mr. Presser had to, in turn, 
pass any of this money on to any other individual ? 
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Mr. Brunt. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. There wasn’t any discussion about that? 

Mr. Briuiunrt. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was it that was to be made head of the union 
at that time? 

Mr. Briwwiant. Jimmy James. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where did Jimmy James come from ? 

Mr. Brunt. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What year is this that we are talking about? 

Mr. Briiant. 1945. 

Mr. Kennepy. 1945? 

Mr. Brruurant. I think so. 
_ Mr. Kennezpy. Do you know who brought Mr. Jimmy James into 
the group ? 

Mr. Brunt. No, sir; I don’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. He just was introduced as the one to head up the 
union; is that right ? 

Mr. Briuiant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. He was brought in from the outside? 

Mr. Brmuiant. No,sir. He was a Detroit man. 

The Cuatrman. He was a Detroit man? 

Mr. Briiant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Who selected him? 

Mr. Britiiant. I don’t remember, sir. I just don’t remember. 

The Cuarman. Did your group select him ? 

Mr. Brruiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy. Were the employees consulted at all about going 
into the union ¢ 

Mr. Briuuiant. No, sir. 

mr. Kennepy. However, they were placed into the union at that 
time ¢ 

Mr. Briuiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you paid the dues of your employees? 

Mr. Bruuiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And as far as you know, the rest of the association 
members followed the same procedure? 

Mr. Brruu1ant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that became local No. 23814? 

Mr. Brunt. I think so. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was a federal charter; is that right? 

Mr. Briuiant. I guessso. I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did this arrangement operate reasonably success- 


"7a. 
r. Brmiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had no difficulties, at least initially ? 

Mr. Brunt. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then within a year or so did you begin to have 
some difficulties? 
od. Briwziant. No. We had no difficulties until approximately 

6. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you pleased with the service that Mr. James 
was performing? 

Mr. Brant. Very much. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did you make some presents to him ? 

Mr. Briuiant. Yes, we did. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you give him? 

Mr. Brm1ant. The association rendered him a Cadillac. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was Christmas of 1945 ? 

Mr. Briuuiant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Who was James representing, the union or the 
association ? 

Mr. Briwu1ant. Both. 

The Carman. No conflict of interest ? 

Mr. Brizuiant. No, sir. 

The CHarrman. Served the welfare of both, for the union to have 
as their representative the representative of management ? 

Mr. Brituiant. Yes. We thought he was very good and did a fine 
job. 

The Cuarrman. It was working out well for management, wasn’t 
it? 

Mr. Brinuiant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he also get a piece of the business as well as a 
Cadillac car ? 

Mr. Briwuiant. Yes, sir. When AMI became—when machines 
were becoming available, or we heard they were, I understand. he 
went to AMI and helped Mr. Marston get the distribution of AMI, 
and thereby getting 20 percent of the distribution. 

MF Kennepy. So he got 20 percent of the Marston Distributing 
Co. 

Mr. Brizuiant. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Which was the distributor for AMI? 

Mr. Briwuiant. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. What did the people who do the work get out of 
it? 

Mr. Bruiant. They were getting a fair salary. 

The Cuatrman. They were getting that anyhow, weren’t they? 

Mr. Briuiant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. So they got no additional benefit by reason of 
having their name put in the union ? 

Mr. Brituiant. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. This was a deal worked out solely to benefit, pri- 
marily to benefit, management, the operators and this union official ; 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Briuuiant. Well, at the same time it helped the fellows be- 
cause it kept their jobs and we kept our locations. 

The CuatrMan. So it only benefited them by reason of the fact 
that they kept their jobs? 

Mr. Briuuiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You mean as long as business was good for the op- 
erators, they would have someplace to work ? 

Mr. Briuurant. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand that he also got an interest in 
the Marquette Distributing Co. ? 

Mr. Briwu1ant. No, sir; not the Marquette. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he get any interest in any other company other 
than Marston ? 
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Mr. Brunt. Aireon. 

Mr. Kennepy. A-i-r-e-o-n? 

Mr. Briuuiant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that the name of the company or is that the 
name of the jukebox ? 

Mr. Briuiant. That is the name of the jukebox ? 

Mr. Kennepy. The company that had the distributorship of the 
Aireon jukebox also gave him an interest; is that right? 

Mr. Briwuiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he able to keep the industry on a fairly stable 
plane while he was operating the union ? 

Mr. Briuiant. Yes, he was. 

Mr. Kennepy. So everybody was extremely grateful and pleased 
with Mr. Jimmy James? 

Mr. Brivuiant. Yes, they were. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. So this went along for 1945 and 1946. Were you 
operators financing the operation of the union during this period of 
time ? 

Mr. Brian. I think so. 

Mr. Kennepy. Whenever he would need money in order to run the 
union or to provide pickets or whatever it might be, the operators 
would provide that money ? 

Mr. Briwuiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know if he ever had to go to any outside 
source for money ? 

Mr. Briuiant. No, sir; not tomy knowledge. 

Mr. Kennepy. Any time that he needed any extra money, he could 
always come to your group; is that right? 

Mr. Bruiant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Was this money in addition to the dues you paid 
for your members? 

r. Brunt. No, sir. Dues was raised whenever there was any 
more money needed. The dues were raised. 

The Cuarrman. I mean, you paid so much in dues per month for 
each of your employees, did you? 

Mr. Briuiant. Yes, sir. 

. The Cuarrman. And these would be extra assessments or extra 
ues ¢ 

Mr. Briwuiant. Yes, sir; that is right. 

The Cuarrman. He would decide he needed more money in addi- 
tion to what the regular dues were providing ? 

Mr. Brinuiant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And he would assess the operators an additional 
amount ? 

Mr. Briiant. Well, it never happened, but that is the way it 
worked. 

The Cuarrman. I don’t see how it could work if it never happened. 

Mr. Briuwiant. Well, there was no assessments at that time. 

The Cuarrman. At that particular time. Did he give you assess- 
ments later ? 

Mr. Briwuiant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then it did happen some time later? 

Mr. Brian. All right. 
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The CuarrMan. Isthat right? 

Mr. Brituiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. There were assessments for labels, were there? You 
had to pay for labels? 

Mr. Briwiant. Labels; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So that would help finance the union, would it not? 

Mr. Briwuiant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that was going on during this period of time ¢ 

Mr. Briwwiant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. The reason that I wanted to bring that out and 
develop it, Mr. Chairman, is this: : 

Well, did you know if Mr. Hoffa and Mr. Brennan had anything to 
do with the operations of this local ? 

Mr. Briwuiant. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never heard of that? 

Mr. Briww1ant. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Hoffa’s testimony to the committee, Mr. Chair- 
man, was that his wife and Mr. Brennan’s wife were placed on the 
payroll of this union in their maiden names at $100 a week in order 
to repay a debt of some $2,000, which Mr. Brennan and Mr. Hoffa 
had loaned to Mr. James so that Mr. James could set up and operate 
this union. 

They remained on the payroll until they received a total of about 
$6,000, even though they only had loaned some $2,000 or $3,000. But 
Mr. Hoffa explained that by just saying that it was a mixup. 

We are going to go into that matter more extensively later on 
during the hearings. The importance of this witness’ testimony is 
that it was the operators who were financing this union; that when- 
ever there was any need of any money, the operators were putting the 
money up. At least according to the testimony of these individuals 
who made the arrangements originally with Mr. Presser, there was 
no need for any extra money at that time, or need for Mr. James to 
turn to any outside source. 

You were going along quite nicely for 1945 and 1946. Was there 
an occurrence then in 1946 in connection with the Wurlitzer Co. that 
caused some consternation and trouble ? 

Mr. Brizwiant. Yes, there was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell us what happened then ? 

Mr. Brivuiant. At that time, a fellow by the name of Harry Gra- 
ham went down to the Wurlitzer Co. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that G-r-a-h-a-m ? 

Mr. Briuuiant. Yes. At that time a fellow by the name of Martin 
Balenseifer had the Wurlitzer distribution. 

Mr. Kennepy. Balenseifer of St. Louis, Mo. ? 

Mr. Brrwiant. Right. 

I don’t know how Graham went about it, but Graham went ahead 
and got the distribution for Bill Bufalino and Tocco, and quite a few 
other fellows that were supposed to be in it. Whothey are—— 

Mr. Kennepy. So Harry Graham was the one who arranged to 
have the distributorship taken away from Balenseifer and given to 
acompany that was run by Tocco and Bufalino? 

Mr. Briwuiant. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Sam Tocco and Bill Bufalino? 
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Mr. Brauiant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. He made his arrangements with Mike Hammergren, 
the Wurlitzer vice president ? 

Mr. Briuuiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know how he was able to make those 
arrangements? 

Mr. Briwuiant. No, sir; I don’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know if any money had to be paid at that 
time ? 

Mr. Briuuiant. No, sir; 1 don’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know who was behind the operations of 
Bufalino and Sam Tocco? 

Mr. Briwwiant. By hearsay ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was behind it? 

Mr. Briwuiant. Angelo Meli, Nick Corrado. 

Mr. Kennepy. These were some of the leading underworld figures 
in the city of Detroit ? 

Mr. Brawiant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you say “hearsay,” was this fairly well under- 
stood in the trade, that Mr. Meli and the Corrados were behind this 
company ? 

Mr. Briuuiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was accepted that Angelo Meli was the chief 
figure behind it? 

Mr. Brant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you know about Mr. Harry Graham, 
who made this arrangement ? 

Mr. Brituiant. Mr. Graham was general manager of Marquette 
Music Co. for a good many years and operated or sold Wurlitzer for— 
I don’t know—10 or 15 years prior to the war and then there was no 
more machines to sell, naturally. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was very friendly with Mr. Hammergren, was 
e not? 

Mr. Brrwiiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he was a major figure in this industry at that 
time? 

Mr. Brunt. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have had some testimony about 
Angelo Meli’s connection with this company, and we will have con- 
siderably more testimony before the end of the hearing. 

The name of that company was the Bilvin ? 

Mr. Brunt. Bilvin Distributing Co. 

Mr. Kennepy. B-i-l-v-i-n Distributing Co. ? 

Mr. Brunt. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have difficulty and trouble with this com- 
pany that you understood was backed by the underworld in the city 
of Detroit ? 

Mr. Brruiant. Yes, we did. 

Mr. Kennepy. What kind of trouble? 

Mr. Briuiant. Well, they started putting out routes, not in their 
own name, but through different companies, like the T-D Music, Jay- 
Cee Music, Meltone Music. —T—D Music Co—— 

Mr. Kennepy. And then Jay-Cee Music Co. ? 
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Mr. Briwuiant. That is right. 
Mr. Kennepy. And Sam’s Music Co. ? 
Mr. Bruwuiant. That is correct. 
Mr. Kennepy. And the Meltone Music Co. ? 
Mr. Briwu1ant. That is correct. 
Mr. Kennepy. They would distribute their jukeboxes through these 
three or four different companies ? 
Mr. Britxiant. They sold them to them and they put them out. 
Mr. Kennepy. They gave an exclusive to these companies? 
Mr. Bruuiant. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. What was the problem and difficulty with that? 
Were these companies also operated by gangster figures in Detroit ? 
Mr. Brivuiant. Well, they are all relatives. 
Mr. Kennepy. All relatives of these gangsters or other gangsters; is 
that correct ? 
Mr. Brruiant. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. For instance, T-D Music Co., who ran and operated 
that company ? 
Mr. Briwurant. Sparky Corrado. 
Mr. Kennepy. Who are the Corrados? 
Mr. Brauuiant. Sparky Corrado isa nephew of Pete Corrado. 
Mr. Kennepy. And he is a major underworld figure in the city of 
Detroit ? 
Mr. Briuiant. Was. 
Mr. Kennepy. Was? 
Mr. Briuiant. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. He died? 
Mr. Briuiant. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. Last year? 
Mr. Brruuiant. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. You mentioned Jay-Cee Music Co. Who ran that 
company ¢ 
r. Brivu1ant. Pete Tocco. 
Mr. Kennepy. Who is Pete Tocco? 
Mr. Brauianrt. A relative of the other Tocco. 
Mr. Kennepy. Black Bill Tocco? 
Mr. Briuuiant. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. Also a major underworld figure? 
Mr. Brruurant. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. You mentioned Meltone Music. Who ran that? 
Mr. Briiuianr. It was run by Vince Meli, a nephew of Angelo Meli. 
Mr. Kennepy. How about Sam’s Music Co. ? 
Mr. Brauiantr. A former employee of Angelo Meli’s in another 
company. I don’t think he was related to him at all. 
r. Kennepy. But these were the companies that Bilvin used to 
distribute these jukeboxes throughout the city ? 
Mr. Brant. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. Were they taking locations away ? 
Mr. Brian. Very easily. 
Mr. Kennepy. Did it take a lot of sales when these companies would 
eall up and try to get a machine placed ? 
Mr. Brunt. No,sir. There was no effort on their part. 
Mr. Kennepy. All that was necessary was what? 
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Mr. Brivirant. Just deliver a machine. 

Mr. Kennepy. They would kick the other machine out and put these 
machines in ? 

Mr. Briuuiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why do you think they did that at these locations? 

Mr. Briuiant. I don’t know why. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is your best judgment ? 

Mr. Briwiant. Well, No. 1, they received a brandnew machine, 
and we all had old machines, because there was no new machines out 
for 4 or 5 years. 

No. 2, it seems that they could walk into a fellow and say, “We are 
bringing i in a new machine,” and that was it. There was no way in 
the world we could hold it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why do you think they were able to accomplish this 
with such ease, other than the fact that it was a different kind of 
machine? 

Mr. Brourant. I just think that the saloonkeepers wanted to do 
them a favor to be on their side. 

The Cuatrman. Doing himself a favor rather than doing them a 
favor, wasn’t he? 

Mr. Briwuiant. Both. Let’s say it was both ways. 

Mr. Kennepy. These are well known people in the city of Detroit? 

Mr. Brinxiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you think that that played a major role? 

Mr. Brauiant. I think so. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many locations do you think they were able to 
take away ? 

Mr. Brruurant. About a thousand, as a rough guess. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is a thousand out of how many ? 

Mr. Brinwiant. 4,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. So they were able to take about 25 percent of all the 
locations in the city of Detroit? 

Mr. Brmuiant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. If they could take them that easily, why didn’t 
they take all of them? 

Mr. Briturant. I don’t know, sir. Maybe they ran out of money. 

The CHarrmMan. They would take them as fast as they could get 
machines, I guess. 

Mr. Brauiant. They did. 

Mr. Kennepy. They were taking just the cream locations, were they 
not? 

Mr. Browtant. They sure were. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just the best ones? 

Mr. Brruuiant. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What year was this that this was going on ? 

Mr. Brrwiant. 1946 and 1947. 

Mr. Kennepy. Wasthere some violence in the city of Detroit? 

Mr. Brunt. Very little. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there a grand jury investigation of the situation 
at that time ? 

Mr. Briuu1ant. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. Did they investigate the fact that you might have 
paid $2,000 to Mr. Jimmy James? 
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Mr. Brunt. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. What was the situation in connection with the 
000? 
rc. Brituiant. Mr. James came to us and said they were forming 
another union to try to combat us.. We didn’t know who they were. 
The board of directors of the association voted to give him $2,000. 
Mr. Kennepy. This was the opposition, this other group, the Bilvin 
roup ¢ 
Me Brituiant. We felt so. 
Mr. Kennepy. They were going to form a union of their own? 
Mr. Bruuiant. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. And James said that he needed $2,000 in order to 
combat that ? 
Mr. Brunt. That is right, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. Did you arrange to pay him the $2,000? 
Mr. Briturant. No, sir. We collected $2,000. They gave it to me. 
I got sick and was home for 4 days. Then they took me down to the 
grand jury and before I had the chance to give James the $2,000 that 
was brought out. So I took the $2,000 and gave it back to the 
association. 
Mr. Kennepy. So you never gave him $2,000? 
Mr. Brmurant. No, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. The money had been collected but you never paid it 
to him because the grand jury investigation intervened ? 
Mr. Briwu1ant. That is right. 
Mr. Kennepy. Did the grand jury investigation lead to the revoca- 
tion of the charter of James’ local, No. 23814? 
Mr. Brunt. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. Then there was no union in Detroit? He lost his 
charter and what happened ? 
Mr. Brizz1ant. He received a Teamster charter within a 30- or 60- 
day period. 
fr. Kennepy. Immediately after his charter had been revoked for 
these activities with 23814 he received a new charter with the Team- 
sters; is that right? 
Mr. Briiiant. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. That was local 985 ? 
Mr. Brizxu1ant. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. That is, of the Teamsters. 
The Cuamman. The first charter had been with the Electrical 
Workers? 
Mr. Briuiant. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. This charter, 23814, was a federal charter ? 
Mr. Brriant. It was an independent, whatever that is. 
Mr. Kennepy. Independent under the AFL? 
The Cuarman. That is making it three different unions or charters 
that he is operating under. 
Mr. Briui1ant. One at a time. 
The CuarrMan. At different times? 
Mr. Briu1ant. Yes, sir. 
The Cuatrman. I see. 
Mr. Kennepy. During this period of time, when your union was 
out of existence, or 23814 was out of existence, were you paying dues? 
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Mr. Brinziant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who did you pay the dues to? 

Mr. Brmaiant. The same office. 

Mr. Kennepy. Even though there was no union ? 

Mr. Britirant. We didn’t even know that the charter was revoked 
before there was another charter in existence. 

Mr. Kennepy. So as far as you were concerned, the union just 
continued to exist ; is that right ? 

Mr. Brmiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And it changed from 23814 to 985 of the Teamsters? 

Mr. Brunt. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you continued to pay your dues? 

Mr. Briui1ant. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he keep the same office—Jimmy James? 

Mr. Bruuiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he continue to run the union himself ? 

Mr. Brimuiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was another individual brought in? 

Mr. Brunt. A little while later. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was that? 

Mr. Britxi1ant. I would say in the latter part of 1947. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was that? 

Mr. Briirzant. Bill Bufalino. 

Mr. Kennepy. Actually, wasn’t it in the summer of 1947 that 
Mr. Bufalino was brought in, immediately after the union got going? 

Mr. Brunt. I don’t know exactly the date, but it was some time 
in 1947. 

Mr. Kennepy. I believe that the records would show it was July or 
August, July of 1947. 

Mr. Brizzr1ant. It could be. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is when Mr. Bufalino came in ? 

Mr. Brmurant. Yes, sir; it could be. 

Mr. Kennepr. Now, this is the same Bufalino who was the one 
causing all of the difficulty with the Bilvin Co.; is that right? 

Mr. Brourant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the Bilvin Co. go out of existence? 

Mr. Brinuiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Bilvin Distributing Co. went out of existence and 
Mr. Bufalino, who had helped the Bilvin Distributing Co., became 
a Teamster Union official ; is that right ? 

Mr. Brinur1ant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know how that came about? 

Mr. Brarant. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now here is somebody that you and Mr. James 
had been fighting, during this period of time, a company which was 
operated by the underworld. Mr. James has his charter lifted and he 
immediately gets a charter from the Teamsters Union, and then Mr. 
Bufalino becomes a Teamster Union official. Did this surprise you? 

Mr. Briuiant. Very much so. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was your reaction ? 

Mr. Brian. I was very angry, but there was nothing I could 
do about it, and when I talked to j immy, he told me that he had a 
better proposition in Chicago. 
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Mr. Kennepy. That is Jimmy James? 

Mr. Briiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did you talk to him about it? 

Mr. Brix1ant. I talked to him on the phone a couple of times. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you try to get an explanation as to how Bufalino 
got in the union? | 

Mr. Brizuiant. I sure did, but I had no results on it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Bufalino then proceed to run the union ? 

Mr. Briwuiant. He did. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened to Mr. James? 

Mr. Briviiant. He went to Florida for a while, and then he was in 
Chicago. He came in periodically, though. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he was still nominally president of the union? 

Mr. Brunt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Actually he remained, and was he actively running 
the union at all after 1947 ? 

Mr. Brizirant. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, the records show he remained on the 
yr per aien 985 in 1947, 1948, and 1949, and I believe into Novem- 

ro ovVU. 

And do you know why they were continuing to pay him if he was 
a union official in Chicago, and had been down in Florida? 

Mr. Brituiant. No, sir, I understand he was getting $100 a week, 
and I don’t know how long he got it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know if that was part of the deal, that he 
would get out of the union but continue to draw his salary ? 

Mr. Brrzurant. I don’t know that. 

Mr. Kennepy. And turn it over to Mr. Bufalino ? 

Mr. Briwur1ant. I don’t know that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you meet or discuss this at all with Mr. Hoffa? 

Mr. Brituiant. We had one meeting. Mr. Hoffa brought us into 
his office and there were seven or eight members, and Mr. Bufalino, 
and myself. He told Mr. Bufalino to run a clean union and not to 
favor anybody. We thought it was a very nice speech. 

The CuarrmMan. What is that? 

Mr. Brivu1ant. Pardon me. 

The Cuarrman. You thought what? 

Mr. Briuiant. It was a very nice speech. 

The Cuarrman. A nice speech ? 

Mr. Brinu1ant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Okay. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Hoffa tell you Mr. Bufalino would be run- 
ning the union from then on ? 

r. Brmu1ant. He just said that Bill was running the union, and 

he would give everybody an equal fair shake. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ask Mr. Hoffa why he selected Mr. Bufalino 
to run the union ? 

Mr. Brtiu1ant. No, sir, I did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he tell Mr. Bufalino that he didn’t want him to 
favor his relatives ? 

Mr. Brizi1ant. He sure did. 


Mr. Kennepy. And you were very impressed with Mr. Hoffa at 
that time ? 
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Mr. Brinuiant. Yes, sir, we were. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Bufalino favor his relatives ? 

Mr. Briwuiant. He sure did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you disillusioned ? 

Mr. Brizu1ant. Nota bit. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you disillusioned with what you had heard 
from Mr. Hoffa ? 

Mr. Brruiant. Yes, sir, I was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell us, or relate to the committee, what 
happened then, after the meeting you had with Mr. Hoffa, and Mr. 
Bufalino, and Mr. Bufalino was told not to favor any group, including 
his relatives, and you left the meeting? Did you have difficulty with 
Mr. Bufalino shortly afterwards? 

Mr. Brant. Yes. After that the Jay—Cee and the T-D Music 
and Meltone Music kept on jumping locations here and there, and 
nothing was done about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. This isthe same group ? 

Mr. Britirant. The same group. 

The Crarrman. That was the company that he had formerly 
headed ? 

Mr. Brituiant. Pardon me? 

The Cuatrman. Is that the company that he had formerly headed 
himself ? 

Mr. Brinut1ant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, after he got in 

Mr. Briwirant. Oh, no, he was formerly head of the distributing 
company, and not the operating company. 

Mr. Kennepy. Which set these companies up ? 

Mr. Brinuiant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You knew he had come in from this company to 
head the union and then he began to favor some other company rather 
than you folks ? 

Mr. Brrtirant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And was Mr. Bufalino giving service to his relatives 
and not giving service to you ? 

Mr. Brizurant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When I talk about “service,” I mean that he would 
prevent the jumping of locations by your group, but he would not 
stop the jumping of locations by this other group ? 

Mr. Brizurant. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. That group was his relatives and friends; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Briwurant. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And which were controlled or backed by this 
gangster element ? 

Mr. Britit1ant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So how long did you go along like this ? 

Mr. Briuurant. Well, I got out of it at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was this? 

Mr. Briuiiant. It was about the early part of 1948. 

Mr. Kennepy. You got out of the union? 

Mr. Brizu1ant. That is right, and I stayed out of the union and the 
association for 2 years. 
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Mr. Kennepy. That would be up to about 1950? 

Mr. Brivurant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you go back into the association then ? 

Mr. Briiant. Yes, sir, I went back into the union and the asso- 
ciation, both. 

Mr. Kennepy. Vincent Meli and Corrado and the other group, 
were they in the association ? 

Mr. Briwu1ant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they stay in the association during this whole 

riod of time ? 

Mr. Britian. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you quit the union also? 

Mr. Briuiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was this? 

Mr. Briwuiant. About the same time. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then you rejoined the union, did you not? 

Mr. Briuuiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you rejoin? 

Mr. Briuiant. They were harassing my locations, and botherin 
them, and walking in and offering them different considerations, an 
better machines, and so forth jem so on, until it became unbearable. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was the union any different when it was being run 
by Mr. Bufalino than when it was being run by Mr. James, except 

at Mr. Bufalino was favoring certain people, as far as the union 
operating as an enforcement arm for certain groups? 

Mr. Briwuiant. Well, with Mr. James, there was no favoritism 
shown and no one operator was better than another. When Mr. 
Bufalino came came In, there was a different picture entirely. His 
friends and relatives, or whatever they were, were favored, and the 
rest of them just ignored. 

Mr. Kennepy. But the union still was not being run for the benefit 
of the employees. It was being run for the benefit of the operators 
or the employers? 

Mr. Briuuiant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was true not only under Mr. James but true 
under Mr. Bufalino; is that right ? 

Mr. Brru1ant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And your complaint and objection to that was that 
it was not being run for the benefit of all but being run for the benefit 
of just a few? 

Mr. Briwuiant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And these few happened to be relatives or close 
friends of Mr. Bufalino who were the underworld element in the city 
of Detroit ? 

Mr. Briuiiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, this continued right up until what period of 
time? Actually they forced you out of business ? 

. Brmuiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you got out in 1958 because you felt you could 
no longer fight this? 

Mr. Brant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that right? 

Mr, Brmuiant. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Gradually, each week or each month. 

Mr. Bri1ant. Now, they didn’t go out full blast at you, but they 
nibbled away at you, one stop at a time. 

Mr. Kennepy. And gradually taking away your locations? 

Mr. Briz1ant. One good stop 1 week and 2 weeks later another 
one, and 3 weeks later another one, and they just kept on hammering 
until you couldn’t take it any more. 

Mr. Kennepy. And finally forced you out of business? 

Mr. Brunt. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. How did you go out of business? 

Mr. Briu1ant. I sold out whatever I had left. 

The Cuarrman. You sold out to whom, to their interests ? 

Mr. Brrurant. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Not only this group was active but it was supple- 
mented by the fact that business agents of the Teamsters began to go 
into the business ? 

Mr. Brouiant. Four or five of them. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they began to have their own routes? 

Mr. Brunt. They began, and I don’t know if it was a group 
but individually, I would say four or five Teamster agents went into 
the jukebox business, and they started taking locations one at a time, 
from everybody. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were they difficult to compete with? 

Mr. Brunt. I should say they were. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you explain what the problem was? 

Mr. Briuiiant. There was nothing explained, they would walk in 
and talk to the location and tell them they would help him out, and 
wouldn’t have any trouble, and so forth, and they just put in a new 
machine, and you were called and told to take yours out. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was competition that was impossible to meet! 

Mr. Brii1ant. It was impossible to compete with. 

The Cuatmrman. You were a member of the union at that time? 

Mr. Brmuiant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Presumably you were supposed to have the union’s 
protection. 

Mr. Brmurant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. You were paying for something you were not 
getting? 

Mr. Brrrant. That is correct, sir. 

The CuHarrman. They were still taking your money and at the same 
time cutting your throat? 

Mr. Bruuu1ant. That is right. 

sid maamnlemal What were the dues that you had to pay to the 
union ? 

Mr. Brr1ant. $20 per man per month. 

Mr. Kennepy. For your employees to belong to this union, local 
985; and is that still true? 

Mr. Brrurant. That is still true. 

Mr. Kennepy. They have to pay $20. Each employee has to pay 
$20 a month for dues? 

Mr. Briiant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Does the union help them actually ? 
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Mr. Briui1ant. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Most of the operators are paying the employees far 
more than the union wage scale, are they not ? 

Mr. Brrux1ant. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. What becomes of this $20 a month ? 

Mr. Brttxu1ant. I don’t know, sir. 

The CuHarrman. You have an idea it doesn’t go to serve the em- 
ployees, do you not? 

Mr. Briuirant. I have an idea it goes to the union, and what they 
do with it I haven’t the slightest idea. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you were operating with Mr. James, you 
would pay your employees’ dues; is that right ? 

Mr. Briwuiant. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And initially with Mr. Bufalino, you followed the 
same procedure; is that right? 

Mr. Brian. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then subsequently, it was decided that in order 
to give a cloak of legality to it, you would raise all of the employees’ 
wages $20 a month, and then deduct the $20 and send the dues in ? 

Mr. Briuuiant. That is right. 

The CHarrMan. What business are you in now ? 

Mr. Briiuiant. I sell tube testers, tube-testing equipment, testing 
equipment. 

The CuarrMan. Testing equipment? 

Mr. Brruui1ant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You are out of the music business and the jukebox 
business altogether, are you? 

Mr. Briwuiant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Do you feel like you were forced out by reason of 
improper practices in connection with labor-management relations? 

ie eciaiantee: I think so, that and the conditions the way they are 
inthe city of Detroit. 

The Cuarrman. What do you mean by conditions in the city of 
Detroit ? 

Mr. Briu1ant. Conditions are very bad in the city of Detroit, and 
collections are down, and between that and being pushed out of the 
good stops, every once in a while, it was impossible to operate. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, you were pushed out of the good 
stops by reason of the fact that a labor union and business association 
had conspired together to get them? 

Mr. Briwu1ant. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. And take them away from you and give them to 
someone else ? 

Mr. Brrui1ant. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. All right; thank you very much, sir, and we appre- 
ciate your testimony. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Neil Holland. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Holland, will you be sworn? 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth, so help you God ? 

r. Hotuanp. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF NEIL HOLLAND 


The Cuarrman. All right, Mr. Holland, be seated, and state your 
name, your place of residence, and your business or occupation. 

Mr. Hotianp. Neil Holland. I live in New York City, and T am 
employed as a studio engineer by the National Broadcasting Co, 

he Cuairman. All right. Do you waive counsel, Mr. Holland? 

Mr. Houianp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Holland, you were initially in the jukebox 
business, were you not ? 

Mr. Hotuanp. I was not in the business; no, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You werea union official ? 

Mr. Hotxianp. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Dealing with coin or jukebox employees? 

Mr. Hotianp. So far as the coin industry is concerned, exclusively 
in that particular field. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that was in the city of Detroit; is that right? 

Mr. Hotxianp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you had been in the labor union movement, 
and you began actually in 1933; is that right? 

Mr. Hoiuanp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Approximately ? 

Mr. Hotianp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And in 1940 you were appointed an organizer for 
the Detroit Joint Board of the United Retail, Wholesale & Depart- 
ment Store Employees, known as URDWDSEA ? 

Mr. Hotianp. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was known as the “Undersea” movement? 

Mr. Hotianp. That was the nickname. 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1942 you became president of local 361 of this 
union ¢ 

Mr. Hotxanp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, in 1942, you were approached by Mr. Roy 
Small; is that right ? 

Mr. Hoiuanp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Of the Michigan Phonograph Owners Association? 

Mr. Hotuanp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he asked you at that time to accept his people 
in as members of your union; is that correct ? 

_Mr. Hotianp. The employees and the self-employed operators; yes, 
sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. His people had been in Local 737 of the Interna- 
tional Union of Electrical Radio & Machinery Workers of America? 

Mr. Hoxtianp. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then James Newman had said that his inter- 
national did not want these people in the union, and didn’t like their 
tactics and wanted them to get out ? 

Mr. Hotianp. That is my understanding. 

Mr. Kennepy. And so they were looking around to make a deal 
with some other union, that they could put their people in ? 

Mr. Hotianp. Well, primarily they were looking for a place in the 
CIO to have a union affiliation, because a great many of their loca- 
tions operated by the Music Operators were in industrial areas, which 
were predominantly CIO people. 
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Mr. Kennepy. So Mr. Small came to you, and said that he would 
like to put his people in your union ? 

Mr. Hotuanp. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And now with these predominantly self-employed 
eople ¢ 
e r. Hottanp. No; I would say that the majority of them were 

ople employed by the larger operators, although there were con- 
siderable number of men who operated anywhere from half a dozen 
to maybe twenty machines, that could take care of them themselves, 
and so they didn’t need an employee. But in order to service the 
machines in keeping with the general concept of operations at that 
time, they were members of the union and attended meetings of the 
union and also of the association in order to protect their interests 
as operators. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you brought them in and they became members 
of local 361 4 

Mr. Hotuanp. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And later you transferred into the AFL and became 
the United Coin Machine Workers, Local 22321; is that right? 

Mr. Hoiianp. That part of the local, and the Retail Clerks and 
other supply people remanied in local 361. We carried the No. 361 
with us to the RCIA of the AFL. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Small, for a period of time, operate the associa- 
tion and the union out of his own office ? 

Mr. Hotianp. That is my understanding. The Electrical Work- 
ers in the Hoffman Building. It is my understanding that originally 
he organized the local and then, in order to keep the local together, he 
organized the association and both bodies operated out of the same 
office. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, this is Mr. Small, whose name will 
come into the hearings as we go along. He was head of the associa- 
tion up in Detroit up until 1958. The methods and tactics that were 
used during this period of time are of some interest. 

The union was completely dominated and controlled by Mr. Small 
and his group; was it not? 

Mr. Hotianp. Yes, sir; it was. 

The Cuatrman. Did these unions ever have an election of officials? 

Mr. Hotianp. Yes,sir. I was an elected president. 

The CuarrmMan. You were an elected president ? 

Mr. HoLianp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. What other officials were elected ? 

Mr. Hotianp. The treasurer and the secretary and the vice presi- 
dent and, to the best of my recollection, we had several members of the 
executive board. I know that condition existed in local 361, and I 
remember specifically the resignation of one of the jukebox employees 
as secretary of his unit because his route had grown so big he couldn’t 
take care of it. 

We had an election for a successor to him. So at least to that extent, 
inmy recollection—you understand, of course, Senator, this is 15 years 
ago, and some of the details are a little bit dim. But I do know that 
we had elected officers and they were elected by the rank and file mem- 
bership. They weren’t appointed. 
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Mr. Kennepy. As to the control that the association had over the 
union, the association, Mr. Small, and his group, would decide when 
pickets would go out ; is that correct? 

Mr. Hotianp. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they would pay the pickets? 

Mr. Houianp. Yes,sir. Not always directly, but they did pay them, 
ae eek ae. And the association paid the business agents, did 
they not ¢ 

a Hoixanp. They paid three of them and later paid a part of my 
salary. 

Mr. Kennepy. And paid a part of your salary ? 

Mr. Hotxanp. Later; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When the association got into any difficulty, they 
would call you for the pickets; and you would send the pickets out, 
and then they would pay you? 

Mr. Hotianp. Unfortunately not always; no,sir. Quite often they 
would instruct the three pe cied business representatives who were 
directly on their payroll, and they would conduct picket lines without 
my knowledge or information. 

Mr. Kennepy. There was no discussion? There was no real benefit 
gained for the employees nor was there any interest in the employees, 
at least initially ? 

Mr. Houzianp. Well, I think at least in theory the concept of the 
responsibility of the union to protect the locations was that a union 
member was making the collections and doing the service at each of 
these locations, and the principal part of his income came from the 14 
percent of gross collections which was his commission. 

So if he were knocked out of a good location which might have run 
anywhere from $50 to $75 or $80 a week, 14 percent of that would make 
a substantial difference in his weekly income. So, so far as my mind 
was concerned, that was the justification for picketing if a location 
serviced by a union member had been jumped by someone else. 

Mr. Kennepy. But I expect that you agree that the method by 
which the pickets were sent out and the control that the association had 
over the pickets was improper ? 

Mr. Hoizianp. They had practically full control of the situation un- 
til the fight started. 

Mr. Kennepy. For instance, looking at the minutes of the United 
Music Operators of Michigan, in 1943 it says: 

UMO has made the predominating decisions in regard to picket lines, where and 
when they are to be conducted, and the union had no say whatsoever. 

Mr. Hotianp. That was a complaint which I made to the associa- 
tion ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then later on, Small said, speaking of you— 
We couldn’t have organized this association without the aid of active members 


and help received from contacts with various CIO locals. Complained many 
times to Neil Holland. 


No, this is talking about himself. Hesaid: 


I couldn’t have organized this association without the aid of active members 
and help received from contact with various CIO locals. Complained many times 
to Neil Holland, Sam LaVigne, that he wanted more work done. There was no 
shortage of money to pay pickets at the time Neil Holland and he talked about 
pickets, but that he wanted Mr. Holland to be as conservative as he possibly could 
when picket lines were used. 
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later on, talking about the fact that pickets were placed and removed as 
w fit. 

neo there was complete control at that period of time by the 

association igen 

Mr. Hottanp. I think there is one clarification that needs to be made 
there, Mr. Kennedy. ‘The conservatism that he wanted me to exercise 
was not to exercise my judgment but to follow his. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about the stamps that were issued at that time? 

Mr. Hotianp. Well, the original stamps that were issued were issued 
by the association. A flat fee per machine was assessed against the 
members of the association. The stamps that were issued said that the 
work performed on the machines was done in cooperation with organ- 
ized labor. It didn’t make a flat statement that they were a union 

bel. 

WM Kennepy. And the association paid for those stamps? 

Mr. Hotuanp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that money was used—— 

Mr. Houianp. As a matter of fact, the association had — 
control over those. I never had any of them in my possession. They 
were possessed, issued and collected for by the association. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you protest against this operation after a period 
of time? 

Mr. Hotianp. Quite definitely ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you got into a dispute with Mr. Small and 
others ? 

Mr. Hoxianp. I got into a dispute with Mr. Small, but I think the 
records of the association would show that most of the officers and 
most of the members of the association were inclined to my view, that 
the union matters should be controlled by the union, and that the union 
stamp, if it were going to be union label, should state so and should be 
under the jurisdiction of the union rather than the association. 

Mr. Kennepy. So it was a question about the control of this union 
label, was it not ? 

Mr. Hotianp. Not only that, but control of who were to be the 
business agents, and when and where there were to be picket lines 
and for what purposes there were to be picket lines. 

Mr. Kennepy. There was some dispute amongst the association 
members of the union taking over the distribution of these labels, 
was there not ? 

Mr. Hoxuanp. Yes, sir; there was. And unreasonable grounds, I 
would say some of it was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Carl Angott, who later became a business partner 
in a motel and a juke box route with Vincent Meli, he suggested 
rather than to have the union control the distribution of the labels, 
that each operator pay for his own pickets when needed ? 

Mr. Hotiann. That would have been a little more direct than the 
original operation. 

Mr, Kennepy. And then board member Corbett said: 

Recall that at the time money was raised it was added for UMO organiza- 


aon expense and picket lines which were necessary to conduct the phonograph 
usiness. 


Tell me what would happen if a union member, who was also a 
— of the association, took another member of the association’s 
ocation. 
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Mr. Howianp. Well, the member who jumped another member 
would be called to account for it, and we would attempt to negotiate 
with him so that he would get out of the location and let the origina] 
union member continue to service his location. 

If he didn’t, that location would be picketed until he did remoye 
his machine. But to the best of my recollection, none of his other 
locations would be disturbed. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you would picket even if it was a union memer? 

Mr. Hotianp. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. You would picket his location ? 

Mr. Hotianp. Yes, sir. If a man pays $1 or $10 or $20 dues for 
rotection in his work, and if he is not protected in that work, then 
e is entitled to recourse to the union. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you were having this major dispute with Mr. 
Small, particularly, Then were you arrested in an extortion charge} 

Mr. Hoitanp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was that? 

Mr. Hotianp. That was in, I would say, the late summer of very 
early fall of 1943. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you relate briefly to the committee what 
happened in connection with that ? 

Mr. Houzanp. Yes, sir. There had been this dispute between the 
association and myself as to who was going to control the assignment 
of pickets, who was going to contro] the hiring and the direction of 
union business agents, and also the issuance and/or nonissuance of 
union labels to operators. 

We had a closed shop contract between all of the members of the 
association and the union. A part of the contract was that the 
monthly dues of the employees would be deducted from their pay by 
the employers on what is known as a check-off and remitted to the 
union not later than the 10th day of the following month. 

For a period of a few months, some of the larger operators who 
had a fair number of employees were not deducting, if they had ever 
deducted, the dues from their employees’ salaries, and were not remit- 
ting to the union. One of these was a firm in Pontiac, Mich., which 
is about 26 miles from Detroit, and they owed, to the best of my 
recollection, $85 or $90 in back dues for their employees. 

Following a meeting of the association itself, which I attended and 
explained my position at, and following a discourse between Mr. Glen 
Uley, one of the two brothers who owned this firm in Pontiac, and 
myself on the floor in the meeting, I received a phone call from Roy 
Small, the conciliator of the association, advising me to go out to 
Pontiac, that the Uley brothers had now come around to seeing my 
point of view and were willing to pay the dues. 

I went out and had another discussion with them, among which was 
that they were very much afraid that if we got control of the union 
label situation, the first thing we would do would be to increase the 

rice from 25 to 50 cents, and eventually maybe they would be paying 
1 apiece for them. 
I assured them that wasn’t the condition and, if necessary, we 


would enter into an agreement with the various operators that we - 


would not raise the cost of the label, at least not without quite a bit 
of prior consultation. So following that conversation, Mr. Uley 
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d to pay—lI believe, now, the amount was $87 which he paid me 
and I gave him a receipt for it. _ 

As | turned to leave the building, two gentlemen entered the room, 
and one of them identified himself as a police lieutenant and the other 
identified himself as the prosecuting attorney for the county. I was 
placed under arrest and told that I was being charged with extortion. 

Mr. Kennepy. So they took you—— 

Mr. Hotianp. They took me to the county jail, and I was held in 
oné wing of the jail. There was a string of 14 cells. There were no 
other prisoners in that particular wing. I was held there incom- 
municado for 5 days. Not even my attorney could get to me to dis- 
cuss the case with me before going to jail. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you see anybody while you were in jail? 

Mr. Hotxanp. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who did you see? 

Mr. Hotianp. Jimmy Hoffa of the Teamsters Union. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did you happen to see him ? 

Mr. Hotianp. He came in to the cell block and talked to me. I 
don’t know how he got in there, but there he was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he give you an explanation of how he could 
come to see you when your own lawyer couldn’t come to see you? 

Mr. Hotianp. He didn’t give me any direct information, but he 
did tell me that the prosecutor was a pretty hungry guy, and if 
1 could raise $5,000 I wouldn’t have to go to court, that he would 
see to it. And if I didn’t raise $5,000 for the prosecuting attorney, 
I was going to get 10 years in prison for extortion, and that he had 
the political power and prestige in that section of the State to see 
that I went to jail, no matter how good my attorney was or any 
struggle I might make against going to jail; but that was the situa- 
tion; if I didn’t come up with 55,000, I was going to go to jail. 

The Cuarrman. Who said that you wouldn’t goto jail ? 

Mr. Hotianp. Mr. Hoffa said that the prosecuting attorney would 
see that I didn’t go to jail. 

The Cuatrman. Hoffa was telling you that the prosecuting at- 
torney had that power ? 

Mr. Hotzanp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That the prosecuting attorney would see that you 
went to jail? 

Mr. Hotianp. Yes, sir, and that Mr. Hoffa—— 

The CuHarrman. But if you got $5,000 and gave it to Hoffa, he 
would take care of it ? 

Mr. Hotianp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That was the deal ? 

Mr. Hotuanp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you say to him? 

Mr. Hotxanp. I told him I didn’t have $5,000, and if I did have 
it I wouldn’t pay it, because I didn’t think they had a case against 
me; what I had done was perfectly legitimate, and if I was convicted 
in the Oakland County Court, they had a Supreme Court in the 
State of Michigan and I was quite confident that if I got into the 
Supreme Court there would be no case at all. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened then ? 
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Mr. Hoxzanp. I believe it was the fourth day, the day before J 
went to court, Mr. Hoffa came back and reiterated the same state- 
ments with the same results. He also told me that he didn’t believe 
me when I said I didn’t have $5,000. 

He said, “If you don’t have $5,000, you don’t know what you got 
your hands on, boy, and you ought to be in jail.” 

Mr. Kennepy. Meaning what? 

Mr. Hoitianp. Well, that the opportunities which I think were 
later demonstrated by some of the more ambitious gentlemen who 
took over the union operation in this industry for making money 
were quite wide open, that if I was dumb enough that I wasn’t mak- 
ing any money, I ought to be in jail. 

The Cuamman. In other words, if you were not exploiting the 
opportunity to the fullest, you were dumb and, therefore, you ought 
to be in jail; let somebody else have it that would. 

Mr. Hotianp. That is pretty straight; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. So he came back to see you, the only visitor you 
had in 5 days, he came back to see you to get you to give him $5,000 
in which he said he could fix this case for you? 

Mr. Hotitanp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you refused to pay him ? 

Mr. Hottanp. Yes, sir. I would have had to refuse in any event; 
I didn’t have the $5,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then on the fifth day, did they take you before the 


judge? 

Mr. Houianp. Yes, sir; except that at the last minute my attorney 
discovered that the courtroom in which the hearing was scheduled 
had been changed and I was being taken into another court and they 
were ety ae get me through a hearing without his being present in 
court, and he discovered it in time to get over to the other court and 
prevent that and I was released on bail. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did anybody know you were in jail for the five 
days? 

Mr. Horzanp. Yes, my wife and my stepbrother—not my step- 
brother; my foster brother, came up to see me. They weren’t al- 
lowed to see me, but they were allowed to send in a change of cloth- 
ing and cigarettes. 

Mr. Krennepy. Did you ever find out how Mr. Hoffa knew you 
were in jail ? 

Mr. Hontanp. Well, it got into the Detroit papers after two of 
the other business representatives of the union were picked up in 
Detroit at the request of the Oakland County authorities. 

Mr. Kennepy. What day was that? 

Mr. Hotianp. I believe later in the same day I was arrested or 
the following, at the very latest. 

Mr. Kennepy. So Mr. Hoffa could have learned it from the news- 
papers that you were there? 

Mr. Hotzanp. Yes, sir. Or he might have learned it at the AFL 
Temple, because those people were quite excited about it there and 
got in touch with Edward N. Barnard. 

Mr. Kennepy. What finally happened in the case? 

Mr. Hoxianp. It was thrown out. There were several delays. 
After I had been released on bail, there were several delays through 
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calls from the Oakland County prosecutor to my attorney, postpon- 
ing the hearings, and after about 8 weeks of that, I went back to 
another meeting of the association or their executive board, I don’t 
remember which, and told them that if the case wasn’t taken to trial 
or dropped entirely, that I was going to start suing a few people for 
false arrest and defamation of character. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently they brought the case against you? 

Mr. Hotianp. Within 24 hours; yes. 

The CHairMAN. Did they ever try to get money out of you after 
Hoffa's efforts failed ¢ 

Mr. Hotianp. No, sir; they didn’t. It was pretty well known after 
that that we didn’t have any. 

The Cuatrman. They found out you didn’t have any and left you 
alone ? 

Mr. Hotianp. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. You were arrested for extortion, but actually you 
think what happened was that they arrested you in order to extort 
$5,000 out of you; is that it / 

Mr. Hotianp. I don’t think that was the original plan, sir. I know 
the arrangement was made, if you want my view on it, Senator, it is 
this—the conciliator or executive director of the association made the 
attempt to have the same deal rigged in Wayne County, which is 
Detroit, and the prosecutor there and his staff refused to go along. 

He then made the arrangement in Oakland County in an effort to 
first get me out of the picture and secondly enhance his own position 
in the association so there would be no further threat to his control 
of the association. 

The CuarrMan. They tried to frame you up in another county, first ? 

Mr. Hottanp. They tried to frame me up in my home county first. 

The CuarrmMan. What is the name of that county ? 

Mr. Hottanp. Wayne County. That is where Detroit is. 

The Cuairman. They undertook to frame you there before you were 
arrested in this other county / 

Mr. Hotianp. Yes, sir, and it was understood by the prosecuting 
attorney’s office in Wayne County that it was to be strictly a frame. 
I was advised of that by one of the members of his staff. I don’t 
recall who it was now, but that was my advice, directly from his office. 

The Cuarrman. Why didn’t they go through with it in Wayne 
County ? 

Mr. Hoitanp. They didn’t want any part of it. It was a pretty 
dirty deal and they wanted no part of it. 

The CuarrMan. In other words, the prosecuting attorney in Wayne 
County refused ? 

Mr. Hotnanp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently some of the State authorities were con- 
ducting an investigation in this county in which you were arrested, 
and the district attorney committed suicide ? 

Mr. Hotianp. Yes, sir. There had been charges of graft in many 
parts of the State and the select committee of the State senate was 
investigating from county to county as to the graft situation and so 
on and so forth. 

I would say it was about 3 months after this arrest was made I 
heard about 2:30 in the afternoon that that State senate committee was 


86751—59—pt. 48——_15 








17434 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


going into Oakland C ounty the following day to begin investigations 
there, and at about 7:30 that night a special bulletin came over the 
radio that the prosecuting attorney had shot himself. A different 
reason was given, but he shot himself that night. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, because of the significance of Mr. 
Holland’s testimony in connec tion with Mr. Hoffa, we requested a 
lie detector test be given to him regarding Mr. Hoffa’s attempts to 
shake him down for the $5,000. 

You have there, Mr. Chairman, a handwritten report on the lie 
detector test. There will be a more complete report furnished to 
the committee subsequently. 

The Cuarrman. Did you take a lie detector test ? 

Mr. Horxianp. I took a series of three tests yesterday afternoon: 
yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Where? 

Mr. Horianp. In New York City. 

The Cuarrman. By whom? 

Mr. Hortuanp. A Dr. Rouke; Fabian L. Rouke. 

The CuarrmMan. Do you know anything about his reputation in this 
profession ? 

Mr. Hotianp. Only vaguely. I remember hearing his name in 
connection with this type of examination; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. How did you happen to go to him? 

Mr. Hotianp. I was taken there by two investigators for this 
committee, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Members of the staff took you to this doctor ? 

Mr. Hotianp. Yes, sir. They wanted to establish a reasonable 
degree of my veracity. 

The CHatrmMan. You readily agreed to cooperate ? 

Mr. Hotianp. Yes, sir. I agreed right from the first time one of 
your staff talked tome. I agreed to cooperate. 

The Cratrman. Did you ever meet this doctor before? 

Mr. Hottanp. No, sir; I hadn't. 

The CHatmrman. You had never seen him or heard of him or knew 
anything about him before ? 

Mr. Hornanp. I just faintly remember hearing his name in con- 
nection with lie detector tests, but I had never met the gentleman 
before. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Counsel, have you sworn testimony to support 
this report ? 

For the present, I will let this report of Dr. Rouke be made an 
exhibit not as proof, because it is not sworn to, but as a matter of 
reference. I assume the doctor would swear to what he has reported, 
but I will not make this evidence at the present. 

If we have an affidavit later substantiating it, or verifying it, it may 
be made a part of the evidence. It may be made exhibit No. 74. 

(Document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 74” for reference 
and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

The Cratrman. Exhibit No. 72 is for reference. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could I read the last part? 

The Crareman. If you read it, it goes into the record. It may be 
read for the information of the committee. You need not put this into 
the record at the moment, Mr. Reporter. 
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Mr. Kennepy. He, incidentally, is a member of the staff of Man- 
hattan College. His tests in this field are utilized by various govern- 
ment agencies in the New York area. 

The CuairmMan. Are there any further questions ! 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. Haven’t you found this to be a kind of 
rotten business, the way it began to be operating ? 

Mr. Hotianp. I would say after I began in the service, and some 
of the people began to take it over, it got pretty rugged; yes, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. There is nothing wrong with the jukebox business 
assuch,isthere? I mean, it is perfectly legitimate ? 

Mr. Hotianp. It isa very legitimate business. 

The CHarrMan. And it does provide for many a form of entertain- 
ment that is wholesome and that is enjoyable ? 

Mr. Hotianp. I spend a couple of dollars a week in it myself; yes, 
sir. 

The Cuairman. What I mean is there nothing inherently wrong in 
the jukebox business as such. 

Mr. Hotianp. If I might make a couple of side remarks in this 
respect, Senator, I think you might be interested in them. 

I think the principal difficulty in this business began because of 
the shortage of equipment, repair parts and new equipment and rec- 
ords due to the war. I think, too, that a lot of the people—not a lot 
of the people but a number of the people—who become interested in 
this business were like a lot of other people who had outside-the-law 
activities during the prohibition era. 

At the end of the prohibition era, a lot of them flocked into the 
legitimate liquor business and its many avenues of revenue. Many of 
them operated in a purely legitimate manner. Others of them couldn’t 
stand to stay away from their old habits and they began to break the 
law and to take undue advantage of other people in the same trade. 

There is where your difficulty began. That and the combination of 
the shortages of equipment, records, and repair parts gave them an 
excellent opportunity. 

The CuarrmMan. We get some communications from people operat- 
ing jukeboxes and people who manufacture jukeboxes, and they are 
apprehensive, and maybe with some justification, that a hearing of this 
nature may tend to injure their business and give it a bad reputation, 
whereas, the truth is, there is nothing inherently wrong in the business 
itself. 

Mr. Hotianp. No, sir. 

The Coarrman. I wanted toemphasize that. The committee doesn’t 
feel that way about it at all. But we do find it an avenue or a vehicle 
being used by certain elements, maybe criminal elements in some in- 
stances, and by conniving in others, where there is labor and manage- 
ment involved, where the thing is handled in such a way as to destroy 
legitimate business and actually substitute a form of corruption and 
exploitation for what otherwise might be ligitimate enterprise. 

Mr. Hotianp. I don’t regret having gone in the service, but I am 
of the opinion, Senator, that had I not gone in service, a lot of the 
difficulties that arose would not have arisen, because I had very stron 
support amongst most of the people who were operators, and I weal 
say a predominant majority of people who were members of the union 
would have supported my position. 
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Had that condition been allowed to continue, I think eventually we 
would have straightened out the organizations, both of them, and 
avoided a lot of the difficulty which followed. 

The Cuamman. Allright. Thank you very much. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, this is a part of a pattern that will be 
developed during the period of the next few days in connection with 
Mr. Bufalino’s operations and with Mr. Hoffa. It is for that reason 
that Mr. Holland’s testimony is of considerable importance. 

The next witness, Mr. Victor DeSchryver, adds something more to 
Mr. Hoffa’s activities in this field. I would like to call Mr. Victor 
DeSchryver. 

The Cuamman. Mr. DeSchryver. 

Do you solemnly swear the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. DeScuyver. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF VICTOR DeSCHRYVER 


The CuarrMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. DeScuryver. My n: ume is Victor DeSchryver. I live in Grosse 
Pointe Park, Mich. I am in the book business, retail book selling. 

The Cuairman. Do you waive counsel ? 

Mr. DeSctiryver. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Allright, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. You sell religious books, is that right, Mr. DeSchry- 
ver ¢ 

Mr. DeScuryrver. Yes, I do, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were in the jukebox business for quite an 
extended period of time; is that right ? 

Mr. DeScuryver. Yes, sir; that was the first job I had in high 
school. 

Mr. Kennepy. At the age of 18? 

Mr. DeScuryver. In 1936. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were a part-time employee of your uncle, Harry 
DeSchryver; is that right? 

Mr. De Scnry ver. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy. He was the owner of the Marquette Music Co.; is 
that right? 

Mr. De Scuryver. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you became a full-time employee and subse- 
quently in 1943 you were taken into partnership with your uncle; is 
that right ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you purchased, in 1946, your uncle’s interest ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you remained in the business until when? 

Mr. De Scuryver. I remained in the business until June of last 
year, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. During the year 1944-45, you were president of an 
association known as the United Music Operators? 
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Mr. De Scrryver. In 1944; yes. This extended toward the end of 
1944. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were having difficulties in the Detroit area, were 
you not, With various unions springing up ¢ 
" Mr. De Scruiryver. This had been our history in the city of Detroit 
for the past few years. 

Mr. Kennepy. And had caused a great deal of difficulty and prob- 
lems for the operators? 

Mr. De Scnryver. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So was it decided by the association that you would 
go down to Ohio and consult with Mr. Dixon and Mr. Presser there ? 
~ Mr. De Scriryver. It was decided by a group of men who were the 
most active in the association, that we would do this. We had had an 
opportunity to view the operation of the association and union in 
Cleveland, and it seemed to offer the stability we were trying to bring 
about in our own business. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that because there had been such a close arrange- 
ment between the union and the association, the union under Mr. Pres- 
ser and the association under Mr. Dixon ? 

Mr. De Scuiryver. Yes, that was our view. 

Mr. Kennepy. And it is well known, is it not, that this arrangement 
that existed between the association and the union was about the best 
as far as the operators were concerned of any place in the country? 

Mr. De Scuryver. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And as a matter of fact that reputation has stayed 
with iteven up tothe present time, has it not ? 

Mr. Dr Scuryver. I believe so, and I don’t know its current history. 

Mr. Kennepy. Up to the time you got out of the jukebox business ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. Yes, sir, | believe so. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you consulted with Mr. Presser and Mr. Dixon 
there, did you ? 

Mr. Dr Scuryver. Yes sir; we did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they explained to you how this arrangement 
should be set up and the arrangement between the union and the as- 
sociation ¢ 

Mr. De Scuryver. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the bylaws you should use and the rules and 
regulations that should exist ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then subsequently they made some trips up to 
Detroit, did they not? 

Mr. Dr Scuryver. Yes, they did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Presser at that time was the union official of 
442-H of the IBEW ? 

Mr. Dp Scriryver. He was the head of the Cleveland union, and I 
don’t know what the number was or the connection. I believe it was 
the Electrical Workers. 

Mr. Kennepy. You formed the association, or it was set up and Mr. 
Jimmy James was brought in. Do you know how Mr. James was 
brought in to head the union ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. No, sir, I don’t know how he came in. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Presser state to you and to the other associ- 
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ation members that he would require some money for performing this 
service / 

Mr. De Scuryver. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much money did he want ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. He stated his fee would be $5,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you agreed to pay him the $5,000 4 

Mr. Dr Scuryver. Yes, sir; we did, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did you raise that ? 

Mr. Dr Scuryver. That was collected from nine operators. 

Mr. Kennepy. Seven of them paid $650, and two of them paid $2502 

Mr. Dr Scuryver. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And $5,000 was then turned over to you ? 

Mr. De Sciryver. That isright. I was custodian of the money, 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you in turn give it to Mr. Presser ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. The money was originally given to me in individ. 
ual checks, and I cashed them and turned over $5,000 in cash to Mr, 
Presser. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why didn’t you turn over a check to Mr. Presser? 

Mr. De Scuryver. Because he wouldn’t accept a check. He wanted 
eash. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, where did you turn the $5,000 over to him? 

Mr. De Scuryver. This was a mezzanine of the Statler Hotel. 

Mr. Krennepy. Mr. Presser has testified, not before this committee, 
but before another group, that he did not receive any money, and he 
did not receive any money for this service that he performed up 
in Detroit. 

You say you did give him the $5,000 ? 

Mr. Dre Scuryver. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. There is no question about that, and you are telling 
the truth ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. There is no question about that. 

Mr. Kennepy. And it was $5,000 in cash; is that correct ? 

Mr. Dre Scuryver. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Presser indicate that he would have to 
take care of some other individuals in the Detroit area ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. He indicated that the $5,000 was to cover his 
expenses, and it was our belief that these expenses involved giving 
money to union officials there in Detroit. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were there any union officials’ names mentioned 
at that time ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. My best recollection of this is that there was 
a reference made to the union officials on Trumbull Avenue. 

Mr. Kennepy. On Trumbull Avenue ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, that, of course, is the Teamster headquarters, 
is it not ? 

Mr. Dr Scuryver. I believe it is. 

Mr. Krennepy. Was there any discussion about mentioning Mr. 
Hoffa and Mr. Brennan’s name? 

Mr. Dr Scuryver. There may have been, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You cannot recollect ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. I have no recollection right now. 
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Mr. Kennepy. But you do remember there was discussion about 
the union officials at Trumbull Avenue that had to be taken care of ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. James’ operation was financed by the 
association ; is that right ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. It was from dues. 

Mr. Kennepy. That you would pay for these stamps? 

Mr. De Scuryver. That were collected. This was not ostensibly 
the way it was done. Each employee or each self-employed man was 
assessed the dues. But I think you could figure it out either way, 
the amount of the dues would equal a “per label” assessment, but 
technically it was collected in the form of dues per man. 

Mr, Kennepy. And this was in order to finance his operation; 
is that right ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, did he tell you, or inform you, or did Mr. 
James subsequently come to you and tell you that he had to have some 
more money to take care of certain individuals ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. I don’t have any recollection of this. 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to see if I can refresh your recollection. 

You testified before a grand jury in Detroit, the Murphy grand 
jury, did you not? 

Mr. Dre Scuryver. Yes, sir, I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that testimony indicated that you were asked 
a question that I asked you, if Mr. James came to you with the problem 
that he had to take care of or he needed some more money to take 
care of his obligations, and the question was asked of you at that 
time, “To whom?” and your answer at that time was “To Mr. Bren- 
nan and Mr. Hoffa.” 

Was that answer correct at that time? 

Mr. Dre Scuryver. Yes, sir, that was. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the question: 

What did he say those obligations were? 

Answer. Well, that was in order to keep them from, or rather to keep 
somebody from getting to them, referring to the Italian element in town, that 
he would have to keep them satisfied with money. 

Is that testimony correct ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. That testimony is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy (reading) : 

Question. Was any amount named? 

Answer. No, sir. 

Question. Any specific amount? 

Answer. I couldn’t say as to a specific amount. 

Question. Wasn’t some amount per week named? 

Answer. It was to be worked out on a weekly basis, paid on the payroll 
of the union. 

Question. How much was to be paid through the union payroll? 

Answer. As I can recall, $100 or $150. 

Question. Was that $100 apiece? 

Answer. Yes. 

Queston. Were the wives of Mr. Hoffa and Mr. Brennan mentioned? 

Answer. Yes, sir; I believe they were. 

Question. In what connection? 

Answer. That they would be put on the payroll. 


The Court. What payroll? 
Answer. On the union payroll. 
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Is that testimony correct that you gave at that time? 

Mr. Dre Scuryver. Yes, sir, that ‘testimony is correct, and it is 19 
years closer to the event, and I have no reason—— 

Mr. Kennepy. Is it your general recollection without getting into 
the specifics at this time ? 

Mr. Dre Scuryver. My general recollection is that Mrs. Hoffa and 
Mrs. Brennan were on the payroll, and the immediate events leading 
to it I just can’t recall. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Chairman, that fits in, of course, with 
the testimony of Mr. Brilliant, that they were having this difficulty 
back in 1945 and 1946, and that the difficulty was caused by Mr, 
Bufalino and Mr. Tocco being set up in business by Mr. Angelo 
Meli, one of the chief cangsters in Detroit, and that they operated 
under the name of the Bilvin Distributing Co., and the Bilvin Distrib- 
uting Co. gave Wurlitzers to some three or four companies which in 
turn were run by gangsters or relatives of gangsters. They began 
to get a monopoly control over the operation in the city of Detroit, 
and at that time they were looking for a union to be formed. 

Evidently at this time Mr. James came to Mr. De Schryver and 
said in order to prevent this Italian element from coming in, or 
to deal with this group, what would be necessary for the union to 
do would be to place Mr. Hoffa’s and Mr. Brennan’s wives on their 
payroll at $100 a week, as a payoff to them. 

This was done, and this in fact we know was done. They re- 
ceived some $6,000, and subsequently the union was formed. Mr. 
James went out of business as an independent; the union was formed; 
and Mr. Bufalino was taken in immediately and made head of the 
union by Mr. Hoffa. 

So for that reason, and with the testimony of Mr. Holland that 
Mr. Hoffa came to him about getting $5,000 to fix the case, and 
then the testimony of Mr. De Schryver and Mr. Brilliant in con- 
nection with Mr. Hoffa’s activities, 1t shows a pattern of operation 
leading to Mr. Bufalino’s taking over local 985. 

Of course, we will go into some detail as to the operations of 
local 985. 

The CHatrmMan. Did you agree to the placing of these women 
on the payroll? 

Mr. De Scnryver. Yes, sir, I would say so, although we had no 
control over whether they did or didn’t go on the payroll. 

The Cratrman. Well, there was no secret about it at the time, 
that the matter was to be handled in that way ? 

Mr. De Scnryver. I think it was common knowledge. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then, Mr. Chairman, the question further was 
asked : 

In connection with raising the dues in order to make these payoffs to Hoffa 
and Brennan, was there a raise in dues that was effected to cover that sit- 
uation from how much to how much? 

Answer. Actually, the increase as well as I can remember was from approxi- 
mately 50 cents to 70 cents. 

Question. And the stated purpose as told you by James was to create a fund 
for payment to Hoffa and Brennan; is that correct? 

Answer. I believe that is correct. 

Question. Well, is there any doubt about it in your mind? 

Answer. No, sir; there is not. 
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The Cuatrman. Is that the testimony that you gave before? 

Mr. Dre Scuryver. Yes, sir, that is. 

The Cuatmrman. Now, did you then, after Mr. Jimmy James re- 
mained in control of the union, and then Mr. Hoffa established Mr. 
Bufalino in local 985, did you continue to be a member of local 985? 

Mr. De Scuryver. No, for a period of time after the termination 
of the grand jury hearings, we dropped out of the association and 
out of the union. 

The CHarrmMan. For what reason ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. Well, actually we were surprised to see a grand 
jury hearing and surprised to see so many people running in so 
many directions. We just felt it would be better to be out of it 
completely than to remain in it. 

The CuarrMan. You mean running in differe nt directions to avoid 
subpenas to appear before the grand jury ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. People were scattering abroad to get away from 
it, were they ? 

Mr, De Scuryver. Yes, sir, they were. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently, you went back into the union? 

Mr. De Scuryver. Yes, sir, a few months later we returned to 
the union. 

Mr. Kennepy. That would be local 985; is that right? 

Mr. De Scuryver. I believe so, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you find that Mr. Bufalino and the officials 
of local 985 were favoring certain operators; was that a complaint 
that you had ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. I don’t think that was an immediate develop- 
ment. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently, was it? 

Mr, Dre Scuryver. I think it was a subsequent development, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that one of the difficulties that you had in op- 
erating in Detroit ? 

Mr. Dr Scuryver. Yes, it was, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ultimately get out of local 985 ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. Yes, sir, we did, in 1953. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did your employees form their own independent 
union at that time ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. Yes, sir, they did. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long did that last ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. That lasted until we liquidated the business. 

Mr. Kennepvy. Up until then you had been paying their dues; 
had you not ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you felt that you didn’t want to have any more 
part of this, and so you put it up to ‘the employees as to whether they 
wanted to join the union and pay their own dues ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they had a meeting and voted to form an in- 
dependent union; is that right ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they established their own union and they said 
they did not want to belong to 985 ? 
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Mr. De Scuryver. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they called it the Michigan Coin Workers 
Union ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. I believe that isthe name of it, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Which was an independent union ¢ 

Mr. De Scuryver. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long did that last ! 

Mr. Dr Scuryver. From 1953 until we sold our business in 1958, 

Mr. Kennepy. And you got out of the business at that time? 

Mr. De Scuryver. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you go out of the business ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. Just a desire to get out of the business, and I had 
wanted to get out of it for a long time, and I had been developing the 
present business that I am in over a period of the last 4 or 5 years, 
and also for our own economic difficulties. 

Mr. Kennepy. You felt that you yourself didn’t want to have any- 
thing more to do with this kind of an operation ? 

Mr. De Scuryver. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have Mr. Presser’s testimony 
here, when he was asked to appear before the Hoffman committee on 
June 8, 1953, and he was asked a question on page 78 by Mr. McKenna: 

I have one question: Did you, Mr. Presser, receive any money from November 
or December of 1944 from jukebox operators who came from the Detroit area? 

ANSWER. I did not. 

The CuHarrmMan. That covers the same area this witness has been 
testifying about. 

Mr. Kr NNEDY. Yes. 

The Cratrman. Did you know the $5,000 was paid ? 

Mr. DeScuryver. Yes, I paid it to him. 

The CiairMaNn. So his statement there couldn’t be true. 

Mr. De Scuryver. No, it could not, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy (reading) : 

Mr. Presser. I received nothing from no one in Detroit or anywhere else. 

Mr. McKENNA. You didn’t receive any compensation at all in connection with 
the establishment of a union in Detroit? 

Mr. PrRESSER. I won’t say that. I received my expenses from the union after 
it was established, and I think it was something around $200 or $300. 

Mr. McKENNA. You never received any compensation from anybody other than 
the union? 

ANSWER. No. 

The Cuarrman. Did he know you were from the Detroit area? 

Mr. De Scuryver. Yes, sir, he did. 

The Cuairman. And you paid it to Mr. Presser himself ¢ 

Mr. Dr Scuryver. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So we have all of this involved with Mr. Hoffa and 
Mr. Presser and then Mr. James, who was kept on the payroll of the 
union for some 3 or 31% years, and yet was not working during that 
period of time. 

The Cuairman. Is there anything further ? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Scholle. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Scholle, will you come around, please? 
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You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select c ommittee shall be the truth, the whole trut h, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Scottie. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF AUGUSTE SCHOLLE 


The CuairMANn. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occ upat ion. 

Mr. Scnotie. My name is Auguste Scholle. I live at 2710 Vineetta, 
Roval Oak, Mich. I am the Michigan AFL-CIO State president. 

The Cuairman. Thank you, sir. 

Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are president of the state council, Michigan 
Federation of Labor; is that right ? 

Mr. Scrrotite. And CLO. 

Mr. Kennepy. And how long have you been with the union move- 
ment, Mr. Scholle ? 

Mr. ScHoLLe. Since 1933. 

Mr. Kennepy. And how long have you held this position as head of 
the AFL-C1O? 

Mr. Scuotxe. Well, only for 1 year, since the merger in February 
of 1958. 

Mr. Kennepy. And prior to that, what position did you hold? 

Mr. ScHouie. Prior to that I was named by John Lewis in 1937 as 
a regional director of the CIO in northwestern Ohio. I was later 
transferred to Chicago, and then in 1939 I was brought into Michigan 
asa regional director. 

In 1940 I was elected president of the state CIO, and held both 
jobs as regional director and president of the State CIO until the 
merger in 1958, when I was elected to the combined organization’s 
presidency. 

Mr. Kennepy. In your operations in Detroit, did you have any 
contact or connection with any of the so-called jukebox locals in that 
area / 

Mr. Scioutte. Yes, I did. As a matter of fact, in 1940, not long 
after 1 had come in and assumed the responsibilities as regional 
director of the organization for Michigan, after getting acquainted 
with the various local unions over which I had to administer, I learned 
that there was one that had been, prior to the time I came in there, 
chartered by the United Radio, Electrical and Machine Workers of 
America, which I learned was representing the employees of certain 
organizations that were in the music-box machine operation and what 
they called at that time the jukebox operators. 

Do you want me to goon 4 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes; would you, please ¢ 

Mr. Scotter. Well, not long—I don’t know exactly how long it 
was after I had first learned of the identity of the members of this 
organization, I learned that they had put into effect a system of put- 
ting what they called at the time union labels on each machine that 

was put in each location, and that their dues, consequently, had been 
far in excess of the actual number of members that they had. 

In other words, they were not collecting a dollar a month dues from 
men or women as union members, but, as I understood it, and as it 
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was described to me by both officers of the organization at that time 
and others, they were charging $1 for a stamp and for the use of the 
union label stamp on the mac hine. 

This was followed up very shortly after that by some of these union 
members picketing places that did not have the union label on the 
machine. Of course, I learned then that it had to be a certain type 
of machine as well as a jukebox. When I got this information and 
had established its veracity, I called the officers of this organization 
together and told them that, amongst other things, I was responsible 
for the good name of the organization that I represented there, the 
CIO, and that we could not tolerate this situation. 

I consequently got hold of the national officers of the United Elec. 
trical, Radio and Machine Workers, and advised them of the situation, 
and told them that they should immedi: ately revoke that charter; that 
we couldn’t tolerate this kind of situation in the trade union movement. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was Local 973 of the UE, was it not ? 

Mr. Scnotie. I think that is the correct number. 

Mr. Kennepy. No. 737. 

Mr. Scuotxe. I wouldn’t remember exactly the number, but in any 
event, shortly thereafter the charter was revoked, and, of course, as 
far as we were concerned at that period of time, it cleansed the situa- 
seen Later on, if you want me to continue—— 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes; would you, please / 

Mr. Scnorzx. I don’t know how long it was after that, but I learned 
again that not identically the same group of people, but for the most 
part many of them that were associated with it, had blossomed out 
with another charter unbeknownst to me and the CIO union. This 
time it was the Retail, Wholesale and Department Store Employees 
Union. 

Mr. Kennepy. About 1946 or 1947? 

Mr. Scuottr. That is right. Well, as soon as I learned that they 
had obtained this charter without my knowledge, naturally I pursued 
the same course and we again had this charter revoked for the same 
identical reasons. 

I think that there was some slight difference, as I recall it. I think 
that one of the active members of the organization at that time—I am 
not sure whether he was an officer, but I think that he was also putting 
out machines, and the same practice was engaged in where they were 
collecting dues not off of members, but off of a union label. 

Mr. Kennepy. This was a union that existed for the help and 
assistance of the employers, rather than the employees ? 

Mr. Scuotie. Well, very definitely. At least that was my reaction 
to it. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was why you took the action against both of 
these unions at that time? 

Mr. Scuoiie. Well, not only that. But very frankly, it was pur- 
suing a course which, to me, was totally irreconcilable with good 
union principles. I didn’t want any part of anything like that going 
on in the organization over which I had administrative authority. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you were approached later in 1940-—— 

Mr. Scuotte. I don’t recall exactly what year it was. 

Mr. Kennepy. About 1946 or 1947? 

Mr. Scnotie. Well, I thought it was the latter part of 1945, but 
my memory may not be exac tly correct in relation to the date. But I 
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had three different visits from two men who came in and asked that 
we issue a charter in this area. 

On the first visit, they simply came in and inquired as to how much 
it would cost. I very carefully explained that the fee was very 
nominal, nothing more than $25 for the cost of the books and the 
charter and the other paraphernalia that went along with it. 

But when I learned that they were not employees, that they were 
there representing people who were in the business of distributing 
jukeboxes. I told them that we never gave a charter or sold a charter 
to anyone in the business; that they had to have bona fide and legiti- 
mate employees who were organized, or who would be w illing to be 
organized, request this kind of charter. 

Mr. Kennepy. What kind of people were they ? 

Mr. Scuoiie. Well, they were twomen. We have tried to remember 
their names. Unfortunately, no one in the office—I never kept a 
record of it. It seems to me that their names were quite distinctly 
Italian as I recall it, and as the others corroborate. 

One was a relatively heavy-set fellow, about—I presume at that 
time perhaps 40 to 45 years old, blue shirt, gray trousers, dark hair. 
The other fellow who accompanied him was relatively medium size, 
about 160 pounds. I would judge that he was about 35. Frankly, 
they were the kind of people that I didn’t think we wanted to have 
obtain a CLO charter. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were they so-called gangster types, would you say ? 

Mr. Scuortr. Well, I would say that they certainly could have been 
put in that role in Hollywood. 

Mr. Kennepy. So they came this first time and you explained to 
them that a union has to se formed by employees. Then they came 
back to see you again ? 

Mr. Scuotie. Yes. On the second visit they came back—they said, 
they never showed me, but they said they had 65 people signed up, 
and they were described as “They are all good boys, they are our own 
boys.” 

I presumed that they were salesmen, repairmen, collectors, et cetera. 
Tagain advised them very carefully and very patiently that we didn’t 
give charters out to employers; that if they wanted a charter that 
the employees would have to be called to a meeting by a bona fide 
representative of our organization; that we would then sit down with 
them across the table and bargain with them for the employees. 

They tried to explain to me that this wouldn’t be necessary, that 
they could get along very well. I was then asked how much a charter 
would cost, with the intimation that there had to be a price for 
everything. A fellow reached in his blue silk shirt pocket, rolled out 
a roll of bills wrapped up with a rubber band, and said, “Here is the 
downpayment. What else does it take?” He said, “We will take care 
of you.” I said. “That is what I am afraid of.” 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there any figure mentioned as to how much 
they would pay you? 

Mr. Scuouie. Well, the intimation was that the downpayment 
would amount to $10,000. It wasn’t exactly stated as such, but they 
said that there would be 10 grand in it for me. 

I told them that—again I tried to carefully explain to them 
that we just didn’t have CIO charters for sale This vrettv much 
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ended that visit. I don’t think that I had satisfactorily explained to 
them because one fellow seemed very seriously puzzled. He said, 
“Well, you are the boss, aren’t you?” and I said, “Yes, I presume you 
would assume that. Iam the highest authori itv of the organizi ition | in 
this area.” and he said, “Well, then, why can’t I buy a charter?” 

I tried to tell him again that the charters were not for sale. But 
I think I failed to convince him because they came back the third 
time. On their third visit the discussion wasn’t quite so pleasant. As 
a matter of fact, well, there is no use of repeating it here, but I invited 
them to get out and stay out and not bother me any more. 

Mr. Krennepy. There were very harsh words, were there not 4 

Mr. Scuoutie. Well, they insisted that everybody had a price on 
something. They even intimated that they couldn't underst: and, | 
think the one fellow was quite sincere in not being able to understand 
or at least he appeared that way to me. He couldn’t quite understand 
that ew wouldn’t have some price at. which they would be willing 
to de: 

I aad to convey to them very carefully that this was an impos- 
sibility under the structure of our organization, that it couldn’t oceur, 
But I guess I wasn’t a very good convincer, as far as they were 
concerned. 

Mr. Kennepy. There wasn’t any question that these people were 
desperately in want of a charter at that time? 

Mr. Scnouie. Well, I would say that they wanted a charter badly 
enough to have paid a very substantial sum of money. I don’t know. 
It just seemed to me that they wanted a charter in the worst possible 
kind of way. 

I have never seen anybody quite so adamant and so arduous in their 
efforts to obtain something as those fellows were, particularly a CIO 
charter. You know, a lot of people didn’t think they were worth 
much at one time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently in Detroit, a charter was issued by 
the Teamsters, and specifically through the efforts of Mr. Hoffa, for 
local 985, giving the Teamsters jurisdiction over this. Did you know 
anything about that? 

Mr. Scuotie. Well, I learned about it and read about it in the 
paper. I think this was only about not more than a month after the 
last visit they paid me. 

Mr. Kennepy. That local 985 charter was issued? 

Mr. Scuouie. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Did the same people get the charter from Hoffa 
or from the Teamsters? 

Mr. Scuotie. Well, Senator—— 

The Cuatrman. That is, as far as you know? 

Mr. Scuoue. I couldn’t attest to that because I don’t know. All 
I know is that there was a charter issued. I didn’t inquire as to their 
identity. 

The Cuarrman. But the charter was issued for the same purpose 
as one was sought from you! 

Mr. Scuoixe. I would naturally assume so. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, it did fill that purpose and fill 
that mission in that area and over that particular jukebox enterprise? 
Mr. Scuotie. Yes. Yes, very definitely. 
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The CHairMAN. So what they didn’t get from you, obviously was 
supplied, a month or so later, by the Teamsters? 

Mr. Scooter. That is right. 

The Cuairman. And whether the same particular individuals 
secured the charter that contacted you, you don’t know. 

Mr. Scuoutie. Well, of course not. 

The CHarrman. but the facts did happen. I mean, the reality of 
the thing materialized shortly afterwards. 

Mr. Scuoiie. Very definitely. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently, in later years, specifically in 1950, 

you were approached again about issuing a charter; is that right? 
’ Mr. Scuotie. Yes. I was requested again to issue or have a charter 
issued to cover this jurisdiction through a fellow that I had not 
known, who first wrote me a letter from Toledo, Ohio, a fellow by 
the name of Duck, I believe; Eddie Duck. 

Asa matter of fact, he wrote me several] letters and on one occasion 
came to the Detroit office to see me. As far as I was able to discern, 
it seemed to me that he was sincere enough in his desire to establish a 
wholesome organization, although I have no way of knowing this. 

I explained to him in both letters and verbally over long-distance 
phone on several occasions that we did not have any desire to issue 
charters to people in this field because of the very bad experiences that 
we had previously had in 1940 and 1941 and 1942. 

In my discussion of this matter with Allen Haywood, now deceased, 
who was then the national director of the CIO, the organizational 
director, he advised me and wrote me a letter which I later sent a 
copy of to Mr. Duck, explaining that we had similar experiences in 
Cincinnati, Ohio, and that we under no circumstances would issue 
another charter in this area. 

It seems to me that Mr. Duck had suggested at that time that we 
have some type of regionwide charter. I recall that what they wanted 
essentially was a charter that would be broader than one community 
and transcend State lines, as a matter of fact. 

It seemed to me that they wanted a charter that would cover a 
geographic area extending from Cincinnati to Detroit, embracing 
Toledo and Columbus and several other communities in between. But 
nevertheless, we definitely and positively rejected this application, 
and from that time on we have heard no more of it except what we 
have heard about the thing in the newspapers. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had some correspondence with Richard Gosser 
in connection with Mr. Duck? 

Mr. Scnoiir. Yes. Richard Gosser sent me a letter which simply 
substantiated our own attitudes, that there was an element of racke- 
teering—well, perhaps that isn’t the right word for it. I don’t want 
to try to indict anybody as far as union members were concerned, 
but that there was a type of activity that obviously was associated 
with the jukebox industry which certainly was not conducive to build- 
ing the reputation of organized labor and holding it in good graces 
with the public. As a consequence, we didn’t want to get into the 
field. 

Senator Ervin. In other words, you considered the method of oper- 
ation which they intended to follow could not be reconciled with 
sound principles of unionism, did you? 
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Mr. Scuouite. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. I present to you what appears to be a photostatie 
copy of a letter dated January 19, 1950, from Mr. Gosser to you. Will 
you examine it and state if you identify it, please, sir? 

(The document was handed to the w itness. ) 

Mr. Scuotte. Yes; that is the letter. 

The CrarrmMan. You received that letter from Mr. Gosser? 

Mr. Scuoutte. Yes, I did. 

The CuarrMman. It may be made exhibit 75. 

(Document referred to was marked exhibit 75 for reference and 
will be found in the appendix on p. 17692.) 

The Cuatrman. I would like to read an excerpt from it, at least, 

Who was Mr. Gosser? 

Mr. ScHOLLE. Richard Gosser is the UAW vice president whose 
home is in Toledo, Ohio, who obviously knew Mr. Duck personally, 
I have known Mr. Gosser since 1933. 

The CuarrMan. He says in this letter: 

There is no question in my mind that Mr. Eddie Duck is a very honest and 
sincere fellow. He has put in a lot of hard work with the CIO, but in my 
opinion this has nothing to do with the CIO entering into the field you speak 
of in your letter. Most of these men are paid very high and controlled by their 
boss, who has to be some type of racketeer to stay in business. 

Apparently he recognized them for what they were and agreed 
with you that a charter should not be issued to them; is that correct? 

Mr. Scuotie. Not only correct, but that corroborates my own 
opinion of it. 

The CuarrMan. I beg your pardon ? 

Mr. Scuotte. I say it is not only correct, but it corroborates my own 
reaction to it. 

The Carman. So you submitted it to your higher official, advising 
him of what you were doing and why you were doing it, and he fully 
agreed with you? 

“Mr. Scuottr. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. And this is what he wrote you in connection 
therewith ? 

Mr. Scnotie. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. If you operated in Detroit and found this out ina 
relatively short period of time, what explanation do you have for 
your fellow union official, Mr. Hoffa, granting the charter? Answer 
that one. 

Mr. Scuotte. Well, I know Jimmy. I have known him for a long 
time. 

There are some people in the trade union movement as leaders who 
are not dedicated to idealism. The overwhelming majority of them, 
I believe, are. Some, I believe, are unfortunately the victims of their 
own fears, for their own economic security, and become fast-buck boys. 

U nfortunately, I would assume that temptation was too great for 
some leaders, and perhaps this was true in his case. I don’t know. 
My own reaction has been that if he issued the charter down there 
shortly after I was offered some money for it, and he didn’t get the 
money, and he probably has acquired some money, I would assume— 
I don’t know. 

I suppose that he didn’t care. I don’t presume that he is as con- 
cerned, well, with trying to keep the organized labor movement’s 
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name clean and wholesome and appealing to the people. I can’t give 
you any other reason. Of course, I can’t judge other people because 
[am not God, either. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about Mr. Hoffa placing his wife on the pay- 
roll of Jimmy James’ union in her maiden name? 

Mr. Scuotie. Well, I presume that if you are one who is seeking 
to get all you can for yourself out of any situation in which you are 
involved, that this would be another course that would fe: asibly enrich 
your own pockets, and, consequently, could be easily pursued. I pre- 
sume that once you start in that sort of direction—I don’t know why 
there should be any particular limitation to it. If you are going to 
jook for ways and means of enhancing your financial situation, I pre- 
sume that that is about as legitimate as anything could be, getting your 
wife put on a payroll somewhere. I even understand that it is done in 
other places. 

Iamsorry. Wecan strike that from the record. No aspersions. 

The Cuarrman. That is all right. Let it stay in the record. That 
is perfectly all right. You expressed what I was thinking. 

Are there any further questions ? 

I just wanted to make this observation : 

I don’t know you, I have never seen you before and, therefore, in 
view of your demeanor and manner of testifying, you make a very 
good impression as an honest, sincere, and devoted man, dedicated 
to the best ideals and principles of unionism. If I am not mistaken 
in that judgment of you, I think I can say without any reservations 
that if all union leaders were of the character and quality that you 
have displayed here in your testimony this afternoon, there would 
be very little need, if any, for the work ‘of this committee. 

It is tragic, in my judgment, that there are some, as you have pointed 
out, who pursue a course that reflects upon unionism, which tends to 
deer: ade and create disrespect for what ought to be and what is 
intended by many to be, and should be, an organization with the 
highest ideals, dedicated to the betterment and to the benefit of 
humanity as a whole. 

Itistragic. Itis terribly regrettable that some people exploit their 
fellow man in this fashion solely for self-enrichment. 

I commend you highly, sir. I think you are a great credit to the 
labor movement, based upon your testimony here tod: ay. 

Mr. Scuotie. I certainly appreciate those very kind remarks, 
Senator. 

The CrairmMan. Senator Ervin. 

Senator Ervin. I would like to concur in what the chairman has 
suid. Unfortunately, a lot of people have power but do not have 
enough wisdom to go along with it and enough self-restraint. Power 
is the most d: angerous thing that anybody ever undertakes to handle, 
and it takes a mighty good man to handle it wisely and properly. I 

want to commend you for what you have told us and for what you 
have done. 

Mr. Scnortie. Thanks very much. 

I just want to make this one observation: I think that the over- 
whelming majority of trade union leaders are idealists, as am I. I 
admit it. There are some, however, who I, unfortunately, find in 
many instances I have to apologize for or hope that something can 
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be done by you people to help to eradicate, as far as we are concerned, 
because the dedicated trade union leaders don’t like racketeers in our 
midst any more than anybody else anywhere in the country. 

The Cuamman. Thank you very much. 

The committee will stand in recess until tomorrow morning at 
10:30. We will convene in room 3302, New Senate Office Building, 
ielseenialoen of the select committee present at the taking of the 

recess were Senators McClellan and Ervin.) 
(Whereupon, at 4:10 p.m., the select committee recessed, to re- 


convene at 10:30 a.m. , Wednesday, April 8, 1959, in room 3302, New 
Senate Office Building.) 
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INVESTIGATION OF IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE 
LABOR OR MANAGEMENT FIELD 


WEDNESDAY, APRIL 8, 1959 


U.S. SENATE, 
SELECT COMMITTEE ON Improver AcTivITIES 
[x THE Lasor or MANAGEMENT FIELD, 
Washington, D.C. 

The select committee met at 10:30 a.m., pursuant to Senate Reso- 
lution 44, agreed to February 2, 1959, in room 3302, Senate Office 
Building, Senator John L. McClellan (chairman of the select commit- 
tee) presiding. 

Present: Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Senator 
Karl E. Mundt, Republic an, South Dakota; Senator Barry Goldwater, 
Republican, Arizona; Sen: itor Carl T. C urtis, me an, Nebraska. 

Also present: Robert F, Kennedy, chief counsel; Walter R. May, 
assistant counsel; John P. Constandy, assistant counsel : Arthur G. 
Kaplan, assistant counsel; Sherman 8. Willse, investigator; Ruth 
Fding Watt, chief clerk. 

The Cuamman. The committee will be in order. 

(Members of the select committee present at the convening of the 
session were Senators McClellan and Curtis.) 

The CuarrMan. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, at the hearing yesterday afternoon 
we went into the operation of Jimmy James, and we also went into 
the establishment of the Bilvin Distributing Co. We will be going 
more extensively into that company as the hearings go on, but I 
would like this morning to put a little bit of its background into the 
record, and for that purpose I would like to first call a member of 
the staff, Mr. Arthur Kaplan, to put in the incorporation papers of 
the Bilvin Distributing Co. 

The Cuarrman. All right, Mr. Kaplan, will you come around? 

Mr. Kennepy. Pardon me, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Walter May will 
put them in. 

The Crramman. Mr. May, have you been previously sworn? 

Mr. May. No, Senator. 

The Cramman. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 


truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 


Mr. May. I do. 
17451 
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TESTIMONY OF WALTER R. MAY—Resumed 


The CHairman. Will you state your name and your present 
employment, please ? 

Mr. May. Walter R. May, assistant counsel to this committee, 

The CHatrmMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have the articles of incorporation of 
the Bilvin Distributing Co., which Mr. Bufalino was a member of 
prior to becoming head of local 985 of the Teamsters? 

Mr. May. Yes,sir. I have a photostatic copy of those articles, 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, these are the papers. 

The CuatrmMan. You identify these photostatic copies? 

Mr. May. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. They may be made exhibit No. 76. 

(Documents referred to were marked “Exhibit No. 76” for refer- 
ence and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. May, whom do they show as being the 
incorporators of the Bilvin Distributing Co. ? 

Mr. May. These articles which are dated February 8, 1946, show 
that the first board of directors consists of William E. Bufalino, 
Samuel J. Tocco, and John Priziola. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have also had the history of the backing of Mr, 
Angelo Meli in this company. 

Mr. May. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. We will go more extensively at a later time into the 
activities of Mr. Meli in connection with the Bilvin Distributing Co., 
as well as certain other people. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it shows in those articles of incorporation that 
Mr. John Priziola was one of the incorporators of the Bilvin Dis- 
tributing Co. He is of some interest to the committee and I would 
like to have permission to call him as a witness. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed, 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Priziola. 

The CuatrmMan. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Prizrona. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN M. PRIZIOLA, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
H. CLIFFORD ALLDER 


The CuatrmMan. Will you be seated, please. 

State your name, your place of residence, and your business or 
occupation, please. 

Mr. Priziota. My name is John Priziola. 

The Cruamman. Let us have a little bit of order. We can hardly 
hear. 

Now let us start again. Will you state your name, your place of 
residence, and your business or occupation, please. 

Mr. Priztona. My name is John Priziola. I live at 1349 Devonshire, 
Grosse Pointe Park 30, Michigan. 

The Cuarrman. Sir, do you have any business or occupation? 

Mr. Priztoa. I decline to answer on the ground my answer might 
tend to incriminate me. 
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The CuarrMan. All right. You have counsel, have you? 

Mr. Priztona. Yes, sir. 

The CuHairMan. Mr. Counsel, identify yourself for the record. 

Mr. Auuper. H. Clifford Allder, Washington, D.C. 

The CuarrMan. All right, Mr. Kennedy. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Priziol: 1, could you tell us why you became an 
incorpor: ator of the Bilvin Distr ibuting C o? 

Mr. Priztoua. I decline to answer on the ground that I might in- 
criminate myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us what your main source of income 
was at that time? 

Mr. Priztona. I respectfully decline to answer because my answer 
might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us what your source of income is at 
the present time ? 

Mr. Priztoa. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground that I 
might tend to incriminate myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. According to the information we have, you are one 
of the main traffickers in nareoties in the United States: is that 
correct 

Mr. Prizionia. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground my 
answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Priziola is extremely important in view of the 
testimony that we had yesterday of the activities of the Bilvin Dis- 
tributing Co., and Mr. Bufalino, and then Mr. Bufalino taking over 
local 985 of the Teamsters and stall controlling that local, and the fact 
that there was an effort by certain groups in Detroit to obtain control 
of the coin-machine industry, particularly the jukeboxes. Mr. 
Priziola’s background and activ ities play an extremely important role. 

I would therefore like to call a representative of the Bureau of 
Narcotics to give some background on Mr. Priziola. 

Senator Curtis. May I ask Priziola one question first, Mr. Chair- 
man ? 

The CHatrmMan. Proceed. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Priziola, you have declined to tell us what your 
business is. I shall not go into that part of it or push that part of it 
further at this time. But J do want to ask, has any labor organization 
been connected with or utilized in any way in any phase to make your 
business opel oe ate ? 

Mr. Prizrona. I decline to answer on the ground that my answer 
might tend to incriminate me, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know any union officials? 

Mr. Priziona. I decline to answer on the ground that my answer 
might tend to incriminate me, sir. 

Senator Curtis. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Call the next witness. You may remain seated 
where you are, and you will be further interrogated. Call the next 
witness, 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Siragusa. 

The Cratrman. Will you come forward, please? 

Would you mind accommodating us by moving over into the other 
chairs temporarily ? 

Mr. Atiper. Certainly, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Be seated, Mr. Siragusa. You have not been sworn, have you? 

Mr. Srracusa. No, sir. F 

The CHarman. Will you be sworn? 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and noth. 
ing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Srracusa. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF CHARLES SIRAGUSA 


The CuarrMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Srracusa. My name is Charles Siragusa, S-i-r-a-g-u-s-a, and 
I am a field supervisor for enforcement, of the U.S. Bureau of Nar- 
cotics, in Washington, D.C., and I live at 2905 Farm Road, Alex- 
andria, Va. ' 

The C HAIRMAN. How long have you been in your one position ? 

Mr. Srracusa. I have been in my present position since last August 
of 1958, and I have been with the Federal Bureau of Narcotics since 
1939, and prior to that 4 years with the Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion Service. 

The Cuarman. Thank you very much. 

Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were field supervisor for enforcement. since 
August 1, 1958; is that right? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And prior to that you were district supervisor of 
the American Embassy, Rome, Italy, since September of 1951? 

Mr. Siracusa. District supervisor with the Bureau of Narcotics, 
stationed at the American Embassy. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you have operated and made arrests and 
seizures of narcotics in Italy, France, Switzerland, Germany, Greece, 
Syria, Turkey, Lebanon, and several other countries; is that right! 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you worked in a total of 25 different countries! 

Mr. Siracusa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1948 you worked in Puerto Rico setting up their 
narcotics squad ? 

Mr. Siracusa. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. On January 23 ,1951, you got the Treasury Depart- 
ment’s gold medal; is that right? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And in the summer of 1956, the Italian Government 
made you a knight? 

Mr. Siracusa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. For your services along these lines? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are an Italo-American ¢ 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And your parents or grandparents came from 
Sicily ? 

Mr. Siracusa. My parents came from Sicily. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Your parents came from Sicily ? 

Mr. Srracusa. I was born in New York City. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Siragusa, in the course of your studies and 
investigations both here and abroad, do you have any information on 
Mr. John Priziola? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes; we have considerable information in our files 
pertaining to John Priziola. His most commonly known alias in the 
underworld is Papa John. He was born in 1893 in Partinico, Sicily, 
and we consider him to be the head of the Partinico branch of the 
Mafia. 

ee te nN. What branch of the Mafia ? 

Mr. Srracusa. Partinico. 

The C HAIRMAN. W ould you further identify that, please ? 

Mr. Smacusa. Partinico is a village of perhaps a population of 
about 35,000 people, approximately 40 miles from Palermo. 

The CHAIRMAN. From where ? 

Mr. Stracusa. Palermo, Sicily. 

Mr. Kennepy. Isn’t it correct that Raffaele Quasarano who is now 
operating in Detroit also comes from the same town in Italy ? 

Mr. Stracusa. He is more commonly known as Jimmy. He was 
born in Pittsburgh, Pa., but his parents came from Partinico. He is 
also a member of the Partinico faction of the Mafia. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he will feature quite prominently in your testi- 
mony this morning ? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you give us some more of the background of 
Priziola ? 

Mr. Siracusa. Priziola—we consider him to be probably the most 
important traflicker out of Detroit, among the leading traffickers in 
the United States. His gang has been supplying outlets in New York 
City for many years, one ‘of the lar ger criminal New York ( ‘ity outlets 
for heroin, rec eived from the Priziola gang. 

There is a certain John Ormento, Big John Ormento. He was 
arrested just last rn incidentally. He ‘has been a fugitive for ap- 
proximately 1 year. He isa codefendant in the same narcotic con- 
spiracy case rec ently prosecuted successfully in New York City, in 
which Vito Genovese was convicted. 

The Cuamman. Did you work on that case ? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes, sir; I worked on that case, and just about every 
major national and international narcotic traflicker case conducted 
by my bureau. 

The Cuamman. Genovese was a witness before this committee. 

Mr. Stracusa. No, sir; I wasnota 

The Cuarrman. I said Genovese was. Maybe I should qualify that. 
He was called as a witness. He failed to testify very freely. All 
right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Priziola came to this country at an early age and 
was naturalized in Detroit in 1936; is that right ? 

Mr. Stracusa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He has been arrested a number of times, but his last 
conviction was 1919; is that correct ? 

Mr. Stracusa. Yes, sir. He has a total of 20 arrests and three con- 
victions, dating back from 1917. The last one, I believe, was in 1951. 
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Some of these convictions were two convictions for carrying concealed 
weapons. He had three other arrests for carrying concealed weapons, 
one arrest for murder, five for armed robbery, two for prohibition, and 
three for larceny. One of the larceny charges was theft of whiskey, 

Mr. Kennepy. What do you think is shown by the fact that he hasn’t 
been convicted since 1919 4 

Mr. Srracusa. It shows he is a pretty shrewd individual. 

Mr. Kennepy. Because he has been involved in all of these matters? 
From the records that you have, and the work that you have done, you 
have established him as a major figure in narcotics in the country? 

Mr. Srracusa. Not only a major figure in the narcotics traffic, but 
his prominence in the underworld first began during prohibition days, 
possibly even before prohibition days. He was in the bootlegging 
-acket, numbers, gambling. 

Mr. Kennepy. Involved with him in the narcotics is who else from 
the Detroit area ? 

Mr. Srracusa. Raffaele Quasarano, Jimmy Quasarano. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Siragusa is going on to testify 
in connection with Mr. Priziola and how he is involved in some of these 
narcotics rings, as well as Mr. Quasarano, as well as certain other in- 
dividuals who have featured so far in our hearings or will come up 
later on in the hearings. 

He has prepared, with the staff, a list of the individuals whose names 
will arise in the course of the hearing. 

The Cuatrman. Do you have a copy of the list before you that you 
helped prepare? 

Mr. Straausa. Yes, sir; I have it now. 

The CuarrMan. Do you identify it as such ? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. This list may be made exhibit No. 77, just for refer- 
ence. It is not regarded as testimony, but just as helpful information 
as we try to follow the testimony. 

(List referred to was marked exhibit No. 77 for reference and may 
be found in the files of the Select Committee. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. In the past there have been two narcotics groups that 
have been operating in Detroit; is that right? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. One was headed by a man by the name of Giuseppe 
Catalanotte ? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes. He is known as “The Old Man,” or “Cockeye.” 
He has a defect with one of his eyes. 

Mr. Kennepy. His right-hand man was who ? 

Mr. Srracusa. Paolo Cimino. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then in 1953, Catalanotte was convicted on a 
Federal narcotics charge and deported to Italy ? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes, sir; convicted in Detroit, in Federal Court. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened ? 

Mr. Srracusa. He was convicted. He received a seven-year sen- 
tence, I believe, and in lieu of completion of certain of the sentence 
he was paroled and deported. He was deported to Italy. Then about 
a year ago he left Italy and went to Canada. He was expelled from 
Canada. He went to Havana, Cuba, where he is presently living now. 
Mr. Kennepy. Who is he down in Cuba with at the present time? 
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Mr. Srracusa. With a fellow named Onofrio Minaudo. 

Mr. Kennepy. Whois he? 

Mr. Srracusa. Onofrio Minaudo, alias “Ono”, is another racketeer 
from Detroit. He fled the United States. He left Detroit about 2 
years ago to avoid prosecution on an income tax evasion case. . 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to ask Mr. Kaplan a question, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHarrMAN. Have you been sworn ? 

Mr. Kaptan. Yes, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR G. KAPLAN—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Kaplan, yesterday Mr. Brilliant testified that 
when the Bilvin Distributing Co. was set up there were a number of 
companies that were established which were the operating companies, 
which were responsible for getting the Wurlitzer machine on loca- 
tion; is that correct ? 

Mr. Karan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he testified that a number of these companies 
were controlled or operated by known hoodlums or relatives of known 
hoodlums in the Detroit area ? 

Mr. Karan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. One of the companies which performed this service 
for the Bilvin Distributing Co. was the Arizona Music Co.; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Kapian. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What do we know about the Arizona Music Co. as 
it refers to the testimony of Mr. Siragusa ? 

Mr. Kaptan. Well, on the 20th day of November 1946, the Arizona 
Music Co. filed a certificate of copartnership in the county of Wayne, 
the State of Michigan, and listed their business address as 345 
Macomb, Detroit, and the full names of the persons composing said 
partnership are “Ono” Minaudo and Domenic Maltese. 

Mr. Kennepy. This Minaudo is the same Minaudo that has just 
been testified to that is now down in Havana, Cuba, with Catalanotte, 
who fled the United States to beat an income tax evasion case; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Stracusa. Yes, sir; the same individual. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Minaudo was also convicted in absentia in 
Italy on various charges, including murder ? 

Mr. Stracusa. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1952 he was convicted with Sam Perrone and 
others in conspiring to prevent employees of the Detroit, Mich., Stove 
Co. from joining the UAW-CIO? 

Mr. Stracusa, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then on July 30, 1953, he was ordered deported on 
the grounds he entered this country illegally. He is now down in 
Havana, Cuba; is that right ? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes, sir. He was deported from Italy and went 
from Italy to Havana. 

Mr. Kennepy. The Arizona Music Co., was one of the companies 
operated by this man, which was handling the distribution of the 

urlitzer machine for the Bilvin Distributing Co.; is that correct? 
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Mr. Kaprian. Yes, sir; it is. 

Mr. Kennepy. And we have had some testimony on three or four 
other companies, and we will put some further records about them 
in at a later time. 

Mr. Kaptan. We also have information, Mr. Kennedy, that the 
Arizona Music Co. was purchased, or at Jeast there was a paper 
purchase of it, by the Meltone Music Co., which was Vincent Meli’s 
company in 1948, and at the time the finane ‘ial paper to the manufac- 
turers of the jukeboxes were guaranteed by Angelo Meli and Angelo 
Polizzi. 

Mr. Kennepy. Angelo Polizzi is also a well-known figure, is he 
not ¢ 

Mr. Stracusa. Yes, sir; in Detroit. 

Mr. Kennepy. His right-hand man you mentioned earlier was 
Paolo Cimino? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes,sir; Paolo Cimino. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened to him? 

Mr. Srracusa. About a year ago we heard that he had been 
murdered. He has disappes ared from the face of the earth. He has 
a denaturalization-deportation proceeding pending against him with 
the Department of Justice. The denaturalization proceeding is based 
on the discovery by my office in Rome of an extensive criminal record 
in Italy, which fact he withheld at the time of obtaining naturaliza- 
tion papers. 

Mr. Kennepy. The other and much larger Detroit narcotics mob 
was one headed by Quasarano and Priziola; is that right ? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Kaplan, do we also find that Mr. Quasarano is 
in one of these companies which handled the machines for the Bilvin 
Distributing Co. ? 

Mr. Kapian. Yes, sir. Mr. Quasarano was associated with Pete 
Tocco and Frank Matranga in the Jay-Cee Music Co. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is Jay- Cee? 

Mr. Kapian. J-a-y C-e-e Music Co. In 1946 he was one of the 
coplaintiffs along with Carl Diliberto and Vincent Meli, attempting 
to restrain the AFL Music Maintenance Workers Union, Jimmy 
James’ union, from picketing the locations in which they "had put 
their new Wurlitzer machines. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Quasarano is also a close associate of Mr. 
Finazzo, is that right, from Detroit ? 

Mr. Siracusa. Y es, sir; they owned at one time, I don’t know if they 
still own it, the Motor C ity Gy m in Detroit. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have had the testimony already before the com- 
mittee, Mr. Chairman, of the relationship which existed between Mr. 
Quasarano and Mr. Finazzo on one hand, and Mr. Hoffa and Mr. 
Brennan on the other. We also have the testimony that Mr. 
Quasarano, this major narcotics figure, took a trip to New York 
with Mr. Owen Bert Brennan, staying in the Hotel Lexington with 
him at the time that Mr. Brennan was obtaining fights for Mr. Embrel 
Davidson, the fighter Mr. Hoffa and Mr. Brennan had duri ing the 
period 1952 and 1953. Telephone calls were made from Mr. Bren- 
nan’s and Mr. Quasarano’s room to Hymie “The Mink” Wallman, 
who has been indicated in New York for fixing prizefights along 
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with Frankie Carlo, as well as to Al Weil of the International Box- 
ing Club, who was barred as a manager in the State of California, 
and also to certain narcotics figures. 

We had testimony in connection with that last year from a repre- 
sentative of the Bureau of Narcotics. 

Those are the two big groups that were operating in Detroit. 

There was also an operation in St. Louis which has a close con- 
nection with these people ¢ 

Mr. Stracusa. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who is head of that ? 

Mr. Stracusa. Anthony Lopiparo, Anthony Giordano, and Ralph 
Caleca. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was these three individuals who formed the An- 
thony Novelty Co.; is that right ? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is one of the big jukebox operations in the city 
of St. Louis? 

Mr. Stracusa. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And these individuals, Mr. Chairman, will also fig- 
ure more prominently in our hearings. 

Since the time of the forming of the Anthony Novelty Co., Mr. 
John J. Vitale has become associated with that company; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Srracusa. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Vitale is also a major underworld figure 
in the city of St. Louis? 

Mr. Stracusa. Yes, he is. He was convicted on a Federal narcotics 
violation and served 7 years in the Federal penitentiary. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can you give us a little background on Giordano? 

Mr. Srracusa. He has 17 arrests and 2 convictions, both convictions 
for concealed weapons. He has been questioned on murder charges. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about Lopiparo ¢ 

Mr. Siracusa. Lopiparo has been arrested 10 times, 2 convictions, 
1 for internal revenue laws and tax evasion. In fact, at the present 
time I believe he is serving a sentence now. He has also been arrested 
for violation of the Federal narcotics laws and on murder charges. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was the go-between between the St. Louis group 
and the Detroit group? 

Mr. Srracusa. Anthony Giordano. I think Anthony Giordano. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was operating in Italy? Mr. Salvatore Vitale? 

Mr. Stracusa. Salvatore Vitale was operating in Italy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he operating for the St. Louis group and the 
Detroit group of Priziola and Quasarano? 

Mr. Siracusa. He was servicing both groups with huge quantities 
of heroin. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was Salvatore Vitale? 

Mr. Siraccsa. Salvatore Vitale was convicted in 1937 on a narcoties 
charge. He served 2 years of his sentence. He was then deported to 
Italy. He remained in Italy until December of 1951, when he pro- 
cured an Italian passport and went to Venezuela. From Venezuela 
” sempted to fly over the United States ostensibly in transit to 

taly. 
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Our information was that he fully intended to debark the airplane 
somewhere in the United States. So the customs officials and immi- 
gration authorities arrested him in February of 1952. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he have a relationship with a man by the name 
of Frank Coppola ? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes,sir. He and Frank Coppola. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is known as Three Fingers? 

Mr. Smacusa. Three Fingers. He has two fingers missing from 
one of his hands. He and Frank Coppola knew one another from 
Detroit in the old days. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Coppola had been deported to Italy from the 
United States ? 

Mr. Stracusa. Yes, sir; he was deported. 

Mr. Kennepy. And there was a dispute then between Coppola and 
Vitale? 

Mr. Srracusa. There was a dispute in this sense: That Vitale, hay- 
ing preceded Coppola to Italy on a deportation case, had just about 
taken over the major portion of the narcotic racket in Italy, supplying 
the St. Louis and Detroit mobs. However Coppola is a little older, 
His stature in the Mafia is much higher, and he just decided he would 
take over, so he proceeded to steal customers from Vitale. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Lucky Luciano then try to step in to settle the 
dispute ? 

Mr. Stracusa. Yes. Lucky Luciano thought that despite Coppola’s 
age and prominence in the Mafia, he should not have taken over as 
much narcotic traffic and territory as he did, and he made known his 
dissatisfaction to Coppola, and Coppola just told him to mind his own 
business. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was the one of this group that was supplying 
Priziola and Quasarano ? 

Mr. Srracusa. Both. 

Mr. Kennepy. Both of them? 

Mr. Srracusa. Salvatore Vitale used to supply them. One of his 
favorite tricks—he had many methods of smuggling heroin in to the 
United States concealed in trunks, carried by Italian immigrants, 
given to Italian seamen. But the cutest one was the one where he 
had it shipped to Detroit concealed in legitimate shipments of sardines, 
Italian sardines. 

Mr. Kennepy. What company were they handled through in 
Detroit ? 

Mr. Srracusa. It was handled through the Peter Gaudino Import- 
ing Co. in Detroit. 

Mr. Kennepy. Peter Gaudino was the owner of the firm. Was he 
a close associate of Priziola and Quasarano? 

Mr. Smracusa. Yes; they have known each other for years. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is right near a so-called fish store that is owned 
by a nephew of Angelo Mell; is that correct ? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes; Peter Tocco. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Angelo Meli play any role in this operation? 

Mr. Srracusa. Well, he did in this sense: Shortly after the war, 
when the narcotics traffic was being reorganized and put on a better 
business status, so to speak, the New York mobs were looking for 
direct outlets. John Ormento came to Detroit. 
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Mr. Kennepy. John Ormento has just been picked up; is that right ! 

Mr. Siracusa. Just this last week; yes. Big John Ormento has 
several convictions for narcotics. I know him personally John 
Ormento went to Detroit, and Angelo Meli gave a banquet in the 
Bowery Night Club in Hamtramck, Mich. Ormento was the guest 
of honor. At that time, Angelo Meli, who knew Ormento, intro- 
duced Ormento to Priziola and Quasarano. The purpose of the in- 
troduction was to set up this narcotics business. 

Mr. Kennepy. Prior to that, what had been the theory of the 
Bureau of Narcotics as to how the narcotics had been handled by 
this group in New York? 5 

Mr. Siracusa. Well, prior to that time, actually up until about 
1949-50, we had assumed that just about all of the heroin smuggled 
into the east coast of the United States was done at the express orders 
of the age York mobs. It wasn’t until, as I say, about 1949-50 
that we realized some of the larger New York mobs were being 
supplied by Detroit and St. Louis gangs. 

Mr. Kennepy. And this was coming down from Windsor into 
Detroit ; is that right 

Mr. Siracusa. Not necessarily. It would go, as I say, when it 
was shipped in these sardine shipments, to land right smack in De- 
troit, and from Detroit it was carried to New York. Sometimes 
ersons from New York would come out to pick it up. 

Mr. Kennepy. So it would appear from your testimony that Angelo 
Meli, who, again, Mr. Chairman, was another backer of the Bilvin 
Distibuting Co., played a major role in establishing the liaison be- 
tween the Detroit group that were importing narcotics and the New 
York group of John Ormento; is that right ¢ 

Mr. Siracusa. In addition to this specific introduction, we have 
had considerable information in our files that in the past Angelo 
Meli has financed these narcotics operations. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have any specific instances where narcotics 
have been sent to Mr. Priziola and Mr. Quasarano ? 

Mr. Srracusa. We have this seizure we made in 1952. 

Mr. Krnnepy. Could you give us or relate to the committee what 
occurred and what role Mr. Priziola and Mr. Quasarano played in 
this seizure of, I believe, some $80,000 worth of heroin; is that right? 

Mr. Stracusa. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Are you speaking about the witness here? 

Mr. Stracusa. Of the witness here? Yes, sir. 

There were two seizures actually made in Italy. I will try to 
give the account chronologically. 

That was in April 1951, working with the Italian police. We 
arrested a Frank Callace, “Chick 99” as he is better known. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is that? 

Mr. Srracusa. “Chick 99.” Chick is the American sound for 
“Cheech” and “Cheech” is Sicilian for Frank. In addition, the ap- 
pellation of the “99” denotes that he came from 99th Street. I used 
to follow him around quite a bit in New York in the old days, 99th 
Street and Second Avenue. He has been convicted for narcotics 
charges, but he fled the United States to beat a violation of parole 
ona narcotics offense. 

Mr. Kennepy So he was arrested in Italy; is that right? 
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Mr. Srracusa. He was arrested, yes, sir, in 1951, I believe. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you relate how that ties in to Mr. Priziola? 
Mr. Srracusa. He was arrested, and so were many others. Amon 
the suspect sources of supply was a man named Salvatore Vitale. 
Salvatore Vitale was picked up for questioning by the Italian police 
but released for insufficient evidence. 

At that time of his arrest and questioning, they found a letter on 
Salvatore Vitale from Priziola. 

Mr. Kennepy. This witness here ? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes, sir. In fact, the letter was on his stationery, 
on printed stationery from Priziola. I even think it is his current 
address, 1349 Devonshire. 

The Cuatrman. I hand you here what purports to be a photostatic 
copy of the letter to which you have referred. Will you examine 
it and state if you identify it ? 

(The document was handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Siracusa. Yes, sir; this is the letter. This is a photocopy of 
the letter. In fact, the name of the Italian police official who seized 
this letter appears both printed and in longhand at the top of the 
letter. 

The CuarrmMan. The letter may be made exhibit 78. 

(Letter referred to was marked “Exhibit 78” for reference and 
may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

The Cuatrman. I would like to present the letter now to Mr. 
Priziola. 

Will you examine the letter, Mr. Priziocla, and state if you iden- 
tify it, the letter that has been made exhibit 77? 

(The document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

The CHarrman. Look at the signature on it. Do you identify 
that letter as a letter written by you and as having your signature? 

Mr. Prizroia. I respectfully decline to answer because I might 
tend to incriminate myself. 

The Cuarrman. I haven’t read the letter. I don’t know whether 
it would incriminate you or not. You say if you answered truthfully 
to that letter, that a truthful answer under oath might tend to in- 
criminate you? 

Mr. Prizroia. Yes, I do. 

The Cuatrman. Allright. Let’s see the letter. 

Mr. Kennepy. This letter relates to—Mr. Siragusa, this relates 
to efforts by Mr. Vitale to return to the United States, does it not? 

Mr. Srracusa. From the conventional language used. But we in- 
terpret it as meaning that Vitale is impatient, he wants to return to 
the United States, and that the tenor of Priziola’s letter is, “Don’t 
be impatient, be calm, let’s wait until the expiration date.” As far 
as the expiration date referred to, we would not know, unless we 
had the individuals. 

Salvatore Vitale himself was questioned at the time the letter was 
received, and all he would say is that it did relate to his efforts to 
return to the United States. When questioned by the Italian police 
as to whether these efforts were to be legal or illicit, he wouldn't 
state. But the obvious inference is that the reentry was going to be 


illegal. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us about that, Mr. Priziola? You 
wrote the letter ? 

Mr. Prizioxa. I decline to answer on the ground it might tend to 
incriminate myself. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Curtis? 

Senator Curtis. I would like to ask this witness this question: 
How big, dollarwise, is the narcotics business? Do you have a rough 
estimate of what transpires a year? 

Mr. Siracusa. In terms of money ? 

Senator Curtis. Yes. 

Mr. Stracusa. Well, I think that one of the best estimates I can 

ive is the one often quoted by my boss, Commissioner Anslinger. 
He says that in New York City alone, I believe, there is a total take 
of about $200 million a year annually. This take is not only nar- 
cotics traflicking, but other rackets. 

Senator Curtis. Do you have a rough estimate of what it amounts 
toin the whole country or worldwide? 

Mr. Srracusa. Well, in the whole country I guess it is—I don’t 
know. Maybe $50 million or $100 million. You have to take into ac- 
count many considerations, the value of the merchandise at the whole- 
sale level and down to retail level; the amount of money it costs so- 
ciety to enforce the laws against these racketeers; the moneys spent 
in their upkeep in penitentiaries. 

I don’t imagine that anyone has ever made a thorough study of it 
because it would be quite difficult. 

Senator Curtis. It would depend on definition ? 

Mr. Stracusa. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. How many addicts are added to the list of people 
who are addicted to drugs per year? That is, in the United States? 

Mr. Siracusa. As of about 6 years ago, we started an accurate 
compilation of statistics regarding addicts, and for the year 1958 it 
is 45,000-some-odd number in the United States. 

Senator Curtis. That is not new ones? 

Mr. Stracusa. Of those, some are new. Some are recidivous. 
Senator Curtis. But do you have even a guess as to how many new 
ones ? 

Mr. Stracusa. Well, I would have to hazard a guess, because I 
have been out of the country, like I say, and I am not too familiar 
offhand with statistics in America. But I would say of the 45,000, 
maybe we might have some 2,000 new ones a year. 

edittior Curtis. And how many of those are young people? 

Mr. Siracusa. There is a portion, I think it is 2 percent or maybe 
1 percent of persons under 18, and maybe 10 percent of persons from 
18, let’s say, to 21. The biggest bulk are between the ages of 25 
and 35, 

Senator Curtis. So a substantial portion of them are below 35? 

Mr. Stracusa. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. What type of businesses are quite often used as a 
front for carrying on this illicit narcotics trade? 

Mr. Stracusa. Well, our files show that persons who are now in 
the narcotics racket and persons who have been in it in the sense that 
their activity was much greater at one time, perhaps, than it is today, 
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but it just about represents every legitimate business in the United 
States today. 

Senator Curtis. Such as what ? 

Mr. Stracusa. Well, I mean labor racketeering. Some of the per. 
sons who have been called by your committee have been prime gus- 
pects with us for years. In the entertainment racket, jukeboxes, the 
all-night clubs, horse races, tracks, labor and management consultant 
services. 

Senator Curtis. In other words, some of the people that you have 
followed for years with reason to believe and know of their relation- 
ship, at least with the narcotics traffic, have gone in and exploited the 
union movement ? 

Mr. Stracusa. Absolutely. Absolutely. 

Senator Curtis. That would give them a position and a respect- 
ability and an alleged source of income to conceal their other income, 
would it? 

Mr. Srracusa. Besides putting an effective stranglehold on the 
particular business involved. 

Senator Curtis. This committee also has an interest in it in this 
regard, that some of these businesses, such as jukeboxes and so on, in 
some instances, their racketeering practices are enforced by exploit- 
ing the union idea or union organization, aren’t they ? 

Mr. Stracusa. Yes, sir. 

Senator, Curtis. That is all. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, other than finding the letter from Mr. 
Priziola to Mr. Vitale, in connection with Mr. Vitale’s operations 
when he was arrested in Italy at this time, do you have other evi- 
dence showing Mr. Priziola and Mr. Quasarano’s participation in 
this particular effort to send narcotics to this country ? 

Mr. Stracusa. Yes, sir. 

In the first seizure I mentioned, it was in April of 1951, and I 
would like to precede that. 

In May of 1951, rather, Quasarano came over to Italy and he spoke 
to Salvatore Vitale, and Vitale told him that things were too hot to 
arrange future narcotics shipments at that time. So Quasarano re- 
turned to America. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was that? 

Mr. Siracusa. That was in May of 1951. 

Mr. Kennepy. And prior to that, in February of 1951, Cimino and 
Giordano of St. Louis, had made a trip to see Mr. Vitale? 

Mr. Stracusa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And not finding him at that time, they had re- 
turned to the United States ? 

Mr. Stracusa. Yes, sir, they did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then Quasarano came over and he made the con- 
tact but was not able to make any arrangements at that time? 

Mr. Siracusa. He made no arrangements with Salvatore Vitale, 
but we believe he did make arrangements for a future delivery with 
Frank Coppola. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you relate what happened and what 
occurred ¢ 

Mr. Siracusa. Yes. 
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In February of 1952, Anthony Giordano came over to Italy and 
he was over there in Rome, and I followed him around with the 
Italian police and then he left. ‘Things were too hot for him. 

Along about March 18, I believe it was, March 18 that same year, 
in 1952, we got information that a certain movement of narcotics 
would take place from Rome down to southern Italy. We traced 
this trunk to the town of Alcamo, which is close to Portonico, always 
inside Sicily. This trunk was seized when it was picked up by 
Serafino Mancuso and another man. This trunk contained a bunch 
of old clothing, but in the sides and bottom of this trunk we found 
§ kilograms of pure heroin. In fact, the builder of the trunk him- 
self was arrested and he confessed what was obvious, namely, that 
this trunk had been built around the 6 kilograms of heroin and not 
that the heroin had been put in a previously fabricated trunk. 

Mr. Kennepy. To whom was this trunk to be sent ? 

Mr. Srracusa. This trunk, according to our information, was des- 
tined for Priziola and Quasarano, and it was to be carried to the 
United States. Their intention at the time was to use an immigrant, 
either a suspecting or unsuspecting Italian immigrant. 

Mr. Kennepy. This was the so-called “green trunk”; is that right? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then following the seizure of the trunk which was 
destined for Mr. Priziola and Quasarano and contained the heroin, 
first what would be the value of the heroin? 

Mr. Srracusa. At that time a kilogram of heroin, delivery c.o.d. 
in Italy, would be about $3,000, and delivery in the United States 
would be maybe $5,000. Then wholesale for about $7,000, and today 
the prices have gone up. 

Mr, Kennepy. Then what happens to it after that? 

Mr. Stracusa. Well, the smuggler, not necessarily the person who 
carries the thing, but we call the smuggler the man responsible for 
having the stuff come into the country, he then wholesales it. Today 
the going rate is $12,000. 

r. Kennepy. Now, following the seizure of that heroin, were 
there further arrests and further investigations made? 

Mr. Stracusa. Yes, there were. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, would you relate what happened? 

Mr. Srracusa. We seized a trunk and many houses were searched. 
In fact, I should interject at this time that there had been searches 
made before this particular seizure, in Angio, which is about 15 
miles from Rome. As a result of these combined searches, we found 
many address books, names and addresses, and most of these papers 
that we seized came from Frank Coppola, and he had the Who’s 
Who of American gangsterism among all of his notes. He can’t read 
or write. 

Among some of his papers we found a piece of stationery, the same 
stationery that Priziola wrote the letter to Salvatore Vitale, and on 
that was listed the names of a lot of gangsters in America, Detroit, 
and St. Louis, and New York City. 

Mr. Kennepy. This was on Priziola’s stationery ? 

Mr, Srracusa. Yes, sir. And in addition to names of persons, 
there were names of companies, and I remember the name of Anthony 
Novelty Co. 
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Mr. Kennepy. That is the Anthony Novelty which is the jukebox 
company in St. Louis, which in turn 1s run by these four individuals 
now, who are some of the leading narcotics people in St. Louis? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes, that is Giordano, Lopiparo, and Caleca, 

Mr. Kennepy. And John Vitale? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And also you made a search for Coppola; is that 
right ? 

fr. Srracusa. We didn’t actually. When this trunk was seized 
from Mancuso and his brother, Frank Coppola heard of our ap. 
proach and he just beat it, and it wasn’t until about a year and a 
half later that he was arrested by the Italian police. I happened 
to find out where he was hiding out, and I gave the information to 
the Italian police and they arrested him. 

During the time of the issuance of the fugitive warrant in con- 
nection with the narcotics case, and the time he was arrested a year 
and a half later, he had committed two kidnapings and two murders, 

Mr. Kennepy. Two kidnapings in Sicily ? 

Mr. Srracusa. And two aaa: And one of the fellows he kid- 
naped was one of the wealthiest landowners in Sicily, in Palermo, 
and they took this old man and kidnaped him. He happened to be 
walking with his little 10-year old nephew at the time, and so these 
bungling kidnapers kidnaped the boy, too, and they kept him hostage 
in some neighboring shack just outside of Palermo. A couple of his 
henchmen were watching this shack, and even the mafia of Sicily, 
in Palermo, took a particular dislike to the fact that this little boy 
was kidnaped, and the word got out that they just had to forget to 
wait for the ransom money and the old man and his nephew were 
released. 

As a result of this bungling, one of the two kidnapers was knocked 
off by, or Coppola had him murdered. 

Mr. Kennepy. There were indictments and arrests and they were 
followed by indictments; is that right? 

Mr. Srracusa. On the narcotics case, yes, there was an indictment. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were there any Americans indicted in connection 
with that ? 

Mr. Stracusa. Yes. Let me see. We had the Mancuso brothers, 
but they lost their American citizenship so they are not Americans. 
But we had Raffaele Quasarano, John Priziola, and he was indicted, 
and so was Peter Guadino indicted, and Paul Cimino. Of the four 
T have just mentioned, only Paul Cimino made the mistake of coming 
back to Italy, and he got arrested for that. He was released after 
4 or 5 months, but within 3 months I think of the return of this in- 
dictment in Federal court, the Italian authorities dismissed the 
charges against Priziola and Quasarano and Guadino thinking that 
they would never return to Italy. 

Mr. Kennepy. But they were only dismissed on account of the 
fact that they couldn’t get them back to Italy; is that correct? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. So that there was sufficient evidence or there was 
felt to be sufficient evidence by the Italian authorities to indict 
Priziola and Quasarano in connection with this importation of 
narcotics ? 
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Mr. Smacusa. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, were there any further ramifications to this 
case ! ana ae 

Mr. Srracusa. In what particular do you mean? Tied in with 
this narrative of kidnaping and dope peddling worldwide, just about, 
there is another interesting disappearance-murder. 

Salvatore Vitale, when he was in Partinico, sent a load of heroin, 
I believe it was about 12 or 14 kilograms of heroin, to Priziola and 
Quasarano in Detroit. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was this? 

Mr. Siracusa. This was about 1951. The manner of this ship- 
ment, we don’t know just how it was shipped, but when it arrived 
Priziola and Quasarano discovered to their dismay that this heroin 
was adulterated. 

Incidentally, in addition to this information that I received about 
this particular disappearance-murder, it was corroborated to me as 
recently as January of 1957 by Vitale’s son-in-law, who told me the 
story. 

To get back to the story, this heroin was highly adulterated and 
Priziola and Quasarano obviously complained they were being 
cheated. 

Vitale said he wasn’t the cheat, that Priziola and Quasarano were 
the dishonest crooks. 

So they had this out by correspondence and by emissaries going 
on for some time. One of the first efforts at conciliation took place, 
according to this son-in-law of Vitale, in 1951. They held one of 
their typical Mafia meetings in Detroit at which the accused, 
Quasarano and Priziola, were allegedly present. Vitale was not 
present; he was in Italy. 

But I believe that a proxy vote was given to one of his hoodlum 
associates in Detroit. As a result of this meeting, Priziola and 
Quasarano were told that they had to pay up. The price was 
$80,000. That was the price for the kilograms of heroin. 

Priziola sort of resigned himself to paying this money. Quasa- 
rano, instead, he was more adamant, and he said he wasn’t about to 
pay any money on this. 

It wasn’t until 1955 that the first payment of $20,000 was made. 
This was made in San Diego, Calif., to Vitale, Salvatore Vitale, by 
Priziola. 

The Cuairman. You are talking about this man sitting here as a 
witness; Priziola? 

Mr. Smracusa. Yes,sir. This man. 

The Cuarrman. He paid the $20,000? 

Mr. Srracusa. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How about that? Is that right? 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN M. PRIZIOLA, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
H. CLIFFORD ALLDER—Resumed 


Mr. Prizioua. I decline to answer on the ground I might incrimi- 
nate myself. , 

The Cratrman. Has the witness testified to anything about you 
that isn’t true? 
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Mr. Prizioua. I decline to answer on the ground I might incrimj- 
nate myself. 

The Cuairman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you proceed ! 


TESTIMONY OF CHARLES SIRAGUSA—Resumed 


Mr. Stracusa. Vitale had been in Italy up until 1952, December of 
1952, and when he came back to America he was arrested in San 
Pedro, Calif., and taken immediately to Fort Leavenworth to serve 
the balance of his original 13-year sentence, since his presence in 
Italy was a violation of parole. 

He managed to appeal the case on the grounds that the original 
guilty plea was made because of ignorance of the English language, 
despite the fact he had resided in America for quite some time. So 
this case was pending and I guess it might not be pending now since 
it has been dismissed based on the fact that Vitale isn’t around to 
support his own appeal. 

Anyway, in 1955, approximately, he was released from Fort 
Leavenworth on the basis of this appeal and he went to San Diego 
where he owns three or four bars run by his brothers-in-law, Gasper 
and Joseph Matrango. Joseph Matrango is married to Mr. Priziola’s 
daughter. 

Right after his reestablishment in San Diego, Vitale received visits 
from a bunch of hoodlums, not only Quasarano and Priziola and 
Frank Lo Medico, and he is a gangster from Detroit who divides his 
time between Italy and Detroit. John Ormento came out and paid 
his respects to Vitale, and so did Frank Livorci, another narcotics 
trafficker from New York City. 

After these initial meetings, as I said, Mr. Priziola paid $20,000, 

Joseph Matrango then tried to prevail upon his father-in-law to pay 
up the remaining $60,000 on this narcotics debt. In fact, Fra 
LoMedico tried to throw some water on the boiling fire that was raging 
between Priziola and Quasarano on the one hand, and Salvatore Vitale. 

Vitale was determined to get back his money. He told his son-in- 
law that if he didn’t get back his money, as a last resort he would have 
Priziola and Quasarano killed. 

So the son-in-law said that Vitale claimed that he was going in April 
of 1956 to Detroit to have a final bout with Priziola and Quasarano. 
That was about the $60,000. 

He also told his wife and his son-in-law DiGregorio to meet him in 
Italy. He was going to Detroit and collect his money, and go into 
Canada and make arrangements to get himself clandestinely taken to 
France, and from France he was gomg to collect another outstanding 
debt, narcotic debt, and then from France go to Italy. 

He made a telephone call from Detroit to his wife in San Diego, 
saying he would meet them in about a month or so, and that is the last 
he was ever heard of. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the son-in-law tell you what he felt had 
happened ? 

Mr. Srraeusa. The son-in-law told me that this thing was beginning 
to get quite annoying to big shots in the mafia, with threats of murder 
back and forth, and he thinks, the son-in-law, that Quasarano and 
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Priziola had this guy murdered because if they did not perhaps at a 
subsequent mafia hearing the decision might be made to knock off 
Priziola and Quasarano themselves. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was his understanding, then, that Priziola and 
Quasarano had Vitale murdered ¢ 

Mr. Stracusa. Yes, and in fact he told me that he went to Joseph 
Matrango, who is Priziola’s son-in-law, and he said, “I think that the 
least these characters can do after murdering the old man is to give the 
$60,000 to his widow.” Matrango told his son-in-law to mind his own 
business. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know what happened to Mr. Vitale, Mr. 
Priziola ? 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN M. PRIZIOLA, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
H. CLIFFORD ALLDER—Resumed 


Mr. Prizioia. I am sorry, Your Honor, I have to take the Fifth. 

The CuarrmMan. I can’t understand you. 

Mr. Prizio.a. I might incriminate myself. 

The CHarrMAN. Will yousay it again? 

Mr. Prizioia. I decline to answer on the ground that I might in- 
criminate myself. 

The CuatrMAn. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. I believe that is the whole situation, Mr. Chairman. 
I think the importance of course is that these two major narcotics 
figures, identified as such, were the ones behind Mr. Bufalino’s being 
established in the jukebox business in Detroit. There was then the 
dispute between these gangsters and Jimmy James, and Jimmy James 
ultimately turned the union over to Bufalino when Bufalino received 
from Jimmy Hoffa the Teamsters Union charter. 

It shows once again the close relationship of not only gangsters 
but the lowest type of gangsters, those dealing in n: ircotics, being in- 
terested in certain elements in the Teamsters U inion, namely in this 
case, Mr. Bufalino. 

The CuarrmMan. Are there any further questions? 

Senator Curtis, do you have any questions ¢ 

Senator Curris. I have no questions. 

The Cuatrman. Do you have any comment you want to make, Mr. 
Priziola ? 

Mr. Priziona. I decline to answer. 

The CuairmMan. You don’t have to decline now. [ asked you if you 
wanted to make any comment. You can say “yes” or “no” without 
incriminating yourself, can’t you? 

Mr. Auiper. He said “no,” sir. 

The CHamrman. You don't want tomake any comment ? 

Mr. Prizio.a. No, sir. 

The CrarrmMan. This is pretty ugly testimony against you here this 
morning. Are you going to let the record stand like that ? 

Mr. Priztona. I decline. 

The CHarrmMan. You decline to change the record and you will let 
itstand; isthat right ? 

Mr. Prizroia. I decline to answer on the ground it might incrimi- 
nate me. 
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The Cuairman. We are going to let the record stand whether you 
answer or not. 

Proceed, Mr. Kennedy; call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just on Mr. Priziola, I had one other question. 

Mr. Priziola, you also were in the Jay-Cee Music Co., were you not? 

Mr. Prizioxa. I respectfully decline to answer because I might 
incriminate myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. In December 31, 1949, you bought your son-in-law’s 
interest, Frank Matrango; is that right ? 

Mr. Priztoa. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the other partners in that ae were Peter 
Tocco, the son-in-law, Michael Polizzi, and Raffaele Quasarano, 

Mr. Prizioxa. I respectfully decline to answer because I might 
incriminate myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the profits of the company were divided be- 
tween you, Priziola receiving 50 percent, Quasarano 25 percent, Tocco 
121% percent, and Polizzi 1214 percent; is that right? 

Mr. Priztoua. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Kennepy. You disposed of your interest in 1952 ? 

Mr. Prizioxa. I decline to answer on the ground I might incrimi- 
nate myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, also, you had an interest, did you not, in the 
Jon-Car Homes, also known as the Modern Craft Home Building Co., 
in Detroit, Mich. ? 

Mr. Priztoxa. I decline to answer on the ground I might incrimi- 
nate myself. 

Mr. Krennepy. It was used by you in 1952 to construct houses in 
East Detroit; is that right ? 

Mr. Prizioxa. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you filed a return under the name “Modern 
Craft Home Building Co.”’? 

Mr. Prizioua. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Kennepy. With you and Mr. Carty Demonico as partners; is 
that right ? 

Mr. Priztoxa. I decline to answer on the ground I might incrimi- 
nate myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. This partnership was formed in March of 1953. 
Herbert Grosberg, certified public accountant, associated with the 
Teamsters Union, and George Fitzgerald, who is the attorney for Mr. 
Hoffa and the Teamsters, were the accountant and the attorney re- 
spectively for this company ; is that right ? 

Mr. Priztoua. I decline to answer because I might incriminate 
myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Also you had an interest in a company called the 
Modern Craft Homes, Inc., a corporation that was first organized in 
1952; is that right ? 

Mr. Priztoua. I decline to answer on the ground my answer might 
tend to incriminate myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. With yourself as president and your wife as vice 
president and treasurer; is that right ? 

Mr. Priztoua. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Kennepy. And also the Modern Craft Home Building Co., 
which was a partnership. 
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Mr. Prizioua. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Kennepy. Until 1953. And George Fitzgerald was the attor- 
ney for both of those companies, was he not ? 

Mr. Prizioua. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMAN. You may stand aside. 

(Members of the select committee present at this point in the pro- 
ceedings were Senators McClellan and Curtis.) 

The CuarrMan. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. I hope we can get through two witnesses this morn- 
ing, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Morris Goldman. 

The CHarrMAN. Mr. Goldman. 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. GotpMaAn. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MORRIS GOLDMAN 


The CuarrMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. GotpMan. Morris Goldman. I am self-employed. I operate 
a jukebox route. I live at 24031 Seneca, Oak Park, Mich. 

The Cuarrman. Do you waive counsel ? 

Mr. Gotpman. I do. 

The CuHarrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Goldman, you have not been well, and if you 
feel ill during the course of the interrogation, will you let us know? 

Mr. GotpMaANn. I am OK, thank you. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have been a jukebox operator in Detroit since 
about 1940; is that right ? 

Mr. GotpMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were president of the operators association 
from 1947 to 1953? 

Mr. GorpMan. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. During the period 1943-44, there had been a lot of 
location jumping and the industry was having a difficult time in the 
city of Detroit ? 

r.GotpMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And there was a meeting of the operators associa- 
tion called in late 1944 or 1945; is that right? 

Mr. Gotpman. 1944-45. 

Mr. Krennepy. That was to see if you could affiliate with some union 
which would give stability to the industry ? 

Mr. GotpMan. We wanted some way of getting some stability in 
our industry. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you had this meeting at the Detroiter Hotel; 
isthat right ? 

Mr. GotpMan. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And among those that attended was Mr. Victor 
DeSchryver, Joe Brilliant, Sam “Black Shirt” Ciamerataro, who 
were fellow association members; is that right ? 
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Mr. GotpMaAn. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And also present was Mr. William Presser ? 

Mr. GotpMan. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was he doing there ? 

Mr. GotpmMan. He was invited from Cleveland to help us get started 
in the union so that we could have union affiliation in the city. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was brought up from Cleveland for that purpose? 

Mr. GotpMan. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was going to tell you or show you how a union 
could operate in order to act sort of as the enforcement arm for the 
association ? 

Mr. GotpMaANn. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Presser bring in an individual to handle 
this for you in Detroit? 

Mr. Gorpman. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who did he bring ? 

Mr. GotpMan. He brought in Bill Bufalino. 

Mr. Kennepy. Initially who did he bring in? 

Mr. GotpmMan. He brought in Jimmy James. Bufalino came in 
later. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Presser at the first meeting brought in Jimmy 
James: is that right ? j 

Mr. GotpmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was made head of the union ? 

Mr. Gotpman. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Presser charge for the service of telling 
you how to set this union up and bringing Mr. James in ? 

Mr. GotpMAN. Well, the board members raised $5,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you contribute to that ? 

Mr. GotpMan. Yes, I contributed a check of $600. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was for the payment to Mr. Presser ? 

Mr. GotpmMan. Where the money went, we don’t know. It was part 
of the money that went. 

Mr. Kennepy. My question was: Was that for the payment to Mr. 
Presser ? 

Mr. GotpMaAn. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. He had requested some $5,000; is that right ? 

Mr. Gotpman. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. The money was ultimately turned over to Mr. 
De Schryver ? 

Mr. GotpMan. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. DeSchryver testified yesterday that he, in turn, 
turned the money over to Mr. Presser. 

Mr. Gorpman. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the purpose of the money?) Why was the 
payment made? 

Mr. GotpMan. The payment was made to help us get a union into 
Detroit, to start up a charter and become affiliated with the union. 
We had no union at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why was it necessary to make the payment to Mr. 
Presser? Wasn’t it possible to do it yourselves? 

Mr. GortpMan. We didn’t know how. We didn’t know of any 


method to get it started. We felt that was a copy of one that was at 
Cleveland at the time. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did you know at the time that Mr. Presser was an 
oficial of the IBEW? 

Mr. GotpmMan. At that time I did not know. 

Mr. Kennevy. But the result was that a Music Maintenance 
Workers Local 23814 was formed with Jimmy James as the business 
agent; is that right? on 

Mr. GotpMan. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. The association signed a master contract with the 
union calling for dues of 50 cents per month per machine? 

Mr. GoLpMAN. Correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And it did not matter how many men were on the 

ayroll ? 

Mr GotpMAN. It made no difference. 

Mr. Kennepy. The men were not consulted about it? 

Mr. GotpMan. They were not. 

Senator Curtis. May I ask this question right there: This wasn’t 
a union in the ordinary sense where employees organized to bargain 
collectively with employers, was it? 

Mr. Gotpman. We bargained as a blanket contract for our em- 
ployees, as well as for ourselves, being workmen on the jukeboxes. 

Senator Curtis. But employers themselves joined the union, didn’t 
they ? 

Mr. GotpMan. That is right. 

Senator Curtis. And part of their payment was based on the 
number of machines they operated? 

Mr.GotpMANn. At that time, yes. 

Senator Curtis. In other words, the union idea was used as a con- 
trol measure in your machine operations? 

Mr. GorpMAN. That is right. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

Mr. Kennepy. This union-association tie-up worked well until 
another group came into the field in the city of Detroit ? 

Mr. Gotpman. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was this group? 

Mr. GorpMan. That was the Bilvin Distributing Co. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who did you understand was back of the Bilvin 
Distributing Co. ? 

Mr. Gorpman. We understood it was the Meli group. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you talk about the Meli group, you are 
speaking about Angelo Meli? 

Mr. Gotpman. Angelo Meli; that is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who else did you understand was associated with 
Angelo Meli? 

Mr. Gotpman. Bill Bufalino. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he is married to the niece of Angelo Meli? 

Mr. GotpMan. That I don’t know. 

Mr. Krennepy. And they established some four or five operating 
companies; is that right? 

Mr. GotpMANn. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they in turn would make machines available 
to the operating companies on an exclusive basis ? 

Mr. GotpMan. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the operating companies then would be able 
to get their machines placed on locations; is that right? 
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Mr. GotpMan. Correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know or understand that these companies 
were in turn run by certain underworld figures or relatives of under- 
world figures in the city of Detroit ? 

Mr. Gotpman. I did not know it at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you hear any talk about that? Or discussions? 

Mr. GorpMan. There was common talk that it was run by the Melj 
group. ; 

Mr. Kennepy. That these operating companies were in turn run 
by the Meli group? 

Mr. Gotpman. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you lose locations to this group? 

Mr. Gotpman. I was fortunate. I did not lose any. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did your organization lose? 

Mr. Gotpman. The organization lost. 

Mr. Kennepy. Approximately how many? 

Mr. Gotpman. 1,200 locations. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why wasn’t Jimmy James able to provide the 
service for you in order to keep this company from jumping the 
locations ? 

Mr. GotpMan. Pickets that were sent out, some reported and some 
didn’t even report for picket duties. We had no support and there was 
no tie-up any way that we could 

Mr. Kennepy. They were just too strong? 

Mr. GotpmMan. They were too strong for us. 

Mr. Krnnepy. They reported back that the pickets were frightened 
to go out? 

Mr. GotpMan. They were frightened and they didn’t show up. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Jimmy James subsequently appear before the 
Murphy grand jury and ultimately have his charter lifted? 

Mr. GotpMaAn. That was common knowledge, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And did you continue to pay dues to Jimmy James 
despite this? 

Mr. Gotpman. To my knowledge, I believe we did pay dues con- 
tinuously. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he immediately obtain a new charter ? 

Mr. GotpMan. There was some time that lapsed, but I don’t know 
when the new charter was issued. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was local 985 of the Teamsters? 

Mr. GotpMan. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know how he was able to get into the 
Teamsters ? 

Mr. Gotpman. I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Bufalino became associated with the union? 

Mr. Gotpman. Mr. Bufalino came in as an assistant to Jimmy 
James. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman, there is something I am not clear 
on right there. 

What were these pickets for? 

Mr. GotpMan. Well, we were affiliated with the union. Jimmy 


James was our union conciliator. At that time, the Bilvin Distribut- 
ing was not unionized. 


enator Curtis. The what? 
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Mr. GotpMAN. Bilvin Distributing was not unionized. They were 
jumping our locations. Being a nonunion operator, it was up to 
Jimmy James to see that we would try to get back our locations. 

Senator Curtis. The principle of the thing was because of the con- 
troversy over locations ? 

Mr. GotpMaANn. That is right. 

Senator Curtis. It was not a matter of employee-employer rela- 
tions ¢ 

Mr. GotpMAN. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Wages, working conditions, anything like that? 

Mr. GotpMan. There was nothing there. 

Senator Curtis. It was an issue that management and the people 
who control this industry were interested in because of the desire for 
locations ? 

Mr. GotpmMan. The locations, to lay out equipment. 

Senator Curtis. Thank you. 

Mr. Kennepy. Actually, the newspaper reports at that time showed 
that on May 30, 1947, in an announcement by you on behalf of the 
Michigan Automatic Phonograph Association, that you stated to the 
newspapers at that time that you would recognize Local 985 of the 
International Brotherhood of Teamsters. 

Mr. GotpMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Krennepy. I think the records will show that that was even 
prior to the time that local 985 had extended its jurisdiction to the 
coin-machine business, but we will go into that this afternoon. 

Did you have a meeting with Mr. James, who discussed the fact 
that Mr. Bufalino would be brought into the union ? 

Mr. GotpMan. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you relate to the committee what occurred 
at the meeting ? 

Mr. GotpMAN. It seemed that Mr. James could not control our 
industry. He had no power to do anything, and after meeting with 
Bill Bufalino he came up and said that he could find harmony in 
the industry if we would recognize Mr. Bufalino as his assistant; 
that the 1,200 locations that we lost we were to forget about, and 
from then on he would have Mr. Bufalino as his assistant to take 
care of the boys that were operating those 1,200 pieces of equipment. 

Mr. Jimmy James was, of course, to help keep us in harmony as far 
as our group was concerned. 

Mr. Kennepy. This would be a complete surrender on your behalf? 

Mr. GotpMan. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you agree to that? 

Mr. Gotpman. At first I did not agree, but later on I agreed to it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you agree? You were going to have to take 
in these operating companies who were operated by these underworld 
figures, or relatives of these underworld figures. You were going 
to have to bring in Mr. Bufalino as a union official, and you were going 
to have to give up your 1,200 locations, your group. 

Why did you all agree to it? 

Mr. Gotpman. Well, we were told by the Liquor Control Commis- 
sion that if we didn’t clean up our industry that all jukeboxes were 
going to be thrown out of bars in the entire state. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Is cleaning “Pp your industry bringing into the aggo- 
ciation this underworld group ? 

Mr. GorpMan. Well, it meant to stop the jumping, to alleviate 
chaos that had come into the city. 

Mr. Kennepy. It involved complete capitulation on your behalf, 
did it not ? 

Mr. GotpMAn. It did; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who did you understand that Mr. Bufalino was 
going to represent as a member of the union, as an official of the union? 

Mr. GotpMaNn. He was going to represent the Italian group that was 
interested in jukeboxes at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. And when you speak of the Italian group, you are 
speaking about the Italian group which are the underworld figures? 

Mr. GotpMan. That was the four or five companies that were affili- 
ated with the Bilvin Distributing. 

Mr. Kennepy. And those, Mr. Chairman, are some of the ones that 
we have been discussing today, like the Arizona Company, the Jay-Cee 
Music, which had Quasarano ; in it. Actually, it might be well if we 
summarized that at this time. Can I have Mr. Kaplan put that in? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kaplan has already been sworn. 


TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR G. KAPLAN—Resumed 


Mr. Karian. There were a series of companies that were allied with 
Bilvin Distributing Co. as their own affiliates, and then there were 
several separate companies that came into the business at the same 
time; all of them had persons in them with criminal records. 

One was the Jay-Cee Music Co., which at that time had Pete Tocco, 
Raffaele Quasarano and Car] Diliberto. 

There was the T-D Music Co., which had Dominic “Sparky” 
Corrado. 

There was the Meltone Music Co. which had, at its inception, Sam 
Cali, and which has continued to be the company owned and operated 
by Vincent Meli right up until today, in spite of all of their 
maneuvering. 

Mr. Krennepy. That is the one that absorbed the Arizona Music 
Co., which was operated by Polizzi and—who was the other one? 

Mr. Kapian. Dominick Maltese. Then there was the G. & G. 
Vending Co., which started a little bit later with the same group, with 
the Gallos, Arthur Gallo, Romero Gallo, and Vincent Meli. That led 
off into the cigarette vending field, as they started on that. 

Then there was the M-C Music Co., which was a_ purchaser for 
Meltone. That had Frank Meli in it, and Angelo Meli’s brother, 
and Sam Calli and James Calli, each of which had criminal records. 

There was the Arizona Music Co. with Minaudo and Maltese, we 
just mentioned. 

There was also Sam’s Music, which was Sam cannes - 
known as “Black Shirt Sam.” Prior to that he also ap 
business agent for the union about which Mr. bends nd ue 
yesterday. 
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TESTIMONY OF MORRIS GOLDMAN—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. So these were the four or five companies that you 
had to accept in 4 

Mr. GotpMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. These were the four or five companies handling it 
for the Bilvin Distributing Co. ? 

Mr. GotpMaAn. That is right. . 

Mr. Kennepy. You not only had to take them into your association, 
but you had to take Mr. Bufalino in as an official of the union ? 

Mr. GotpMAN. As an official of Mr. James. 

Mr. Kennepy. When that agreement was made, and you agreed 
to do so, Bufalino sold his interest in the Bilvin Distributing Co. to 
Joe Young and began to work for the union; did he not? 

Mr. GotpMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. But Jimmy James remained as the titular head of 
the union ¢ 

Mr. GotpMAN. He was the head of the union at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand that within a short time Bufa- 
lino began running the union / 

Mr. GotpMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And James gradually disappeared; is that right? 

Mr. GotpMan. He had other interests. He wasn’t available when 
we needed him. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Bufalino began running the union? 

Mr. GotpMAN. Bufalino was running it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have a meeting with Mr. Hoffa at this time ? 

Mr. GotpMAN. That was the time that Mr. Bill Bufalino was intro- 
duced to the general membership meeting. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did Mr. Hoffa relate to you at that time? 

Mr. GotpMaNn. That he was to represent our local 985 and all busi- 
ness was to be transacted through Bill Bufalino. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that was the meeting at the Teamsters Build- 
ing; is that right ? 

Mr. GotpMan. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he told you at that time that Bufalino would 
not be out to help his relatives or friends; is that right ? 

Mr. GotpMan. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. That he would work for the entire industry ? 

Mr. GotpMAN. The entire industry. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was around September 1947 that that meeting 
took place ? 

Mr. GotpMan. About that time; yes. 

The Cuarrman. How long was it before Bufalino started working 
for his relatives ? 

Mr. Gotpman. We never knew that he stopped working for them. 

The Cuairman. Never eee All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Soon thereafter, he told the association that he was 
going to have to raise the dues of the members? 

Mr. GotpMan. We started originally at $10 a month, and he said 
that he couldn’t operate at that figure, that he had to have more 
money. It was voted to him to give him a raise of $5 per month, 
making it $15 a month. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And subsequently you had to raise it again to $202 

Mr. Gotpman. Shortly after that it was raised to $20. He stated 
that they needed additional money, he was being assessed for build- 
ing funds of $5,000, and at one of his meetings they voted to asgsegs 
themselves an additional $5 per month. 

Mr. Kennepy. This was a building fund to help build the Team- 
ster Building? 

Mr. GotpMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you helped by raising the dues of your operators 
to the union to help build the Teamster Union Building; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Gotpman. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Which one, the one here in Washington? 

Mr. GotpmMan. No; this is the one in Detroit. 

The Cuarmrman. They have another one in Detroit ? 

Mr. Gorpman. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did he say originally for the first $5 raise that 
the dues had to be raised # 

Mr. GotpMan. Well, he thought that he needed a larger staff of 
men to work for him, and he couldn’t do service for us on the same 
basis that Mr. Jimmy James was working. 

Mr. Kennepy. Which means protecting your locations; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Gotpman. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was understood when Mr. Bufalino came in that 
he was going to perform the same services that Jimmy James had 
performed ? 

Mr. GotpMANn. Identical services. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he was going to perform them, he was told at 
the meeting of Mr. Hoffa, for the entire industry, and you found, 
shortly afterward, that it was just for one segment of the industry? 

Mr. GotpMANn. Well, it was common knowledge that he was working 
for the family. 

Mr. Kennepy. However, you were reasonably pleased right at the 
beginning. Did you write a letter to Mr. Bullock, managing director 
of the Southern California Automatic Music Operators Association, 
in August of 1947? 

Mr. GotpMan. There was an inquiry of Mr. Bullock. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was an inquiry from him and you answered that? 

Mr. GotpMAn. We answered the letter. 

The Cuarrman. I hand you what purport to be photostatic copies 
of the letter. Please examine them and state if you identify them, 
the letter from Mr. Bullock to the Michigan Automatic Phonograph 
Owners Association. You were president of that, were you? 

Mr. GotpmAn. Yes; at that time. 

The Cuarrman. And a reply, apparently from you to Mr. Bullock. 
Examine these photostatic copies and state if you identify them. 

(The documents were handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Gotpman. This letter was addressed to Mr. Joseph Brilliant. 
Of course, an election had taken place after that, so I was the president 
at the time and I did answer this letter. This is my answer. 

The Cuarrman. The letters you identify may be made exhibits 
79-A and 79-B in the order of their dates. 
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(Letters referred to were marked “Exhibits 79-A and 79-B” for 
reference and will be found in the appendix on pp. 17693, 17694.) 

Mr. Kennepy. May I just refer to the answer, Mr. Chairman? 

The inquiry to you was to find out how they could set up in Cali- 
fornia a similar kind of arrangement between the union and the 
association so that they would prevent location jumping; is that right? 

Mr. GotpMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you answered on August 6, 1947: 

We are pleased to enclose a copy of this association’s agreement with the 
Teamsters Union of the American Federation of Labor. I believe the agreement 
in itself is self-explanatory. Historically, the AFL offers the best affiliation, as 
we have had considerable experience in Detroit with both the CIO and the AFL. 

At the present time the union is operating about 98 percent efficiency in holding 
locations for members. Should you desire further information, we would be 
happy to supply same upon your request, 
and then he goes on. But the whole idea was that the union’s only 
purpose was to hold locations for you? 

Mr. GotpMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. At this juncture, when you wrote this letter, you 
had affiliated with local 985 and Mr. Bufalino was associated with 
the union ? 

Mr. GotpMAN. I believe he was at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. In fact, at the time you made the announcement on 
May 30, 1947, it had been indicated to you that Mr. Bufalino was 
going to be associated with the union 

Mr. GotpMan. What date was that? 

Mr. Kennepy. That would be at the time you made the announce- 
ment on May 30,1947. You stated to the papers that the association 
would recognize local 985 of the Teamsters. 

At the time you originally agreed to recognize local 985 of the 
Teamsters, had Mr. Bufalino been with them ? 

Mr. GotpMAN. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. He had not? 

Mr. GotpMANn. He had not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know the date that he came with the union? 

Mr. GotpMANn. I don’t know the exact date. 

Mr. Kennepy. I believe, however, it was at the time that you wrote 
this letter ¢ 

Mr. GotpMAN. It was about that time; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Local 985 maintained a location list on all the mem- 
bers and used it as a whip to keep the members in line? 

Mr. Gotpman. That location list was not given out by us. They 
maintained their own list. 

Mr. Kennepy. They requested the location list from you? 

Mr. GotpMAn. They requested the list. 

Mr. Kennepy. You refused to furnish it? 

Mr. GotpmaAn. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you refuse to furnish it ? 

Mr. Gotpman. I didn’t feel it was any of their business where our 
equipment was located at, and as long as we had members in our group 
that did not want their list given over to them, I maintained that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you think they wanted your location list? 

Mr. Gotpman. They felt that by having the fochbifin list, they 
could use it as a whip to keep us in line if we at any time fell behind 
in dues or out of their favor. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And did you fear that if you made the list avail- 
able, he would make that list, in turn, available to the Meli group? 
Mr. Gotpman. I didn’t know what he would use the list for, but it 
was against the wishes of our membership to give the list up. 
. Kennepy. Have they been able to take locations and nibble 
at, locations that you have had? 


Mr 
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GOLDMAN. 
KENNEDY. 
GoLDMAN. 
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GOLDMAN. 
KENNEDY. 
GoLpMAN. 
KENNEDY. 
GOLDMAN. 
KENNEDY. 
GOLDMAN. 
KENNEDY. 


GOLDMAN. 


They have at times; yes. 

What? 

They have at times; yes. 

You are still in the business? 

Yes, I am. 

You are still with the union? 

Yes, sir. 

Do you pay dues? 

Yes, sir. 

What can the union do for you? 

We don’t ask them to do anything for us. 
You, as an employer, what can the union do for 


Take my dues and keep me informed as to when 


their meeting dates are. That is all they can do for us. 


Mr 


. KENNEDY. 


a year? 


Mr. GotpMan. 


Mr. KenneEpDY 


Mr 


. GOLDMAN 


But they don’t raise your income during a period of 


They can’t raise it. 
They can’t help you? 
They can’t help me any way. 


The Cuatrman. Why do you pay dues to them ? 


Mr. GoitpMAN. It is the line o 


least resistance, Senator. 


The Cuarrman. A little louder. 

Mr. Gortpman. It is the line of least resistance. 

The Cuarrman. The line of least resistance? 

Mr. Gotpman. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Are you afraid of them? 

Mr. Gotpman. Yes, I am. 

The Cuarrman. And you know you better pay dues or else you 
probably won’t continue long in business? 

Mr. Gotpman. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. It is that kind of economic power and threat they 
have over you that compels you to pay money for nothing? 

Mr. Gotpman. That is right. 

The Cuaimman. Except to get relief from fear and intimidation? 

Mr. Gotpman. That is right. 

Senator Curtis. What could they do? 

Mr. GotpMAn. What could they do? 

Senator Curtis. Yes. 

Mr. Gotpman. Well, they have the power of pickets if we do not 
pay dues. The locations, when you go into a location, the man says, 
“Well, Iam sorry; you are not a union member. I want a union mem- 
ber in my place. 


Please remove your box.” 


Senator Curtis. What happens if they put pickets around you! 
Would it cut off your business then ? 

Mr. Gotpman. Well, they cut off the supply to the location. 

Senator Curtis. Supply to the location ? 
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Mr. GotpMAN. That is right. 

Senator Curtis. So it is a sort of picket that results in a boycott? 

Mr. GotpMan. That is right. 

Senator Curtis. Is there any chance of any violence in some in- 
stances ¢ 

Mr. GotpMan. There hasn’t been any. 

Senator Curtis. I mean if someone refused to join? 

Mr. GotpMan. I don’t know of any violence. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

Mr. Kennepy. Actually, you pay for your brother, too, don’t you? 

Mr. GotpMan. My brother-in-law; yes, sir, I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. Your brother-in-law? 

Mr. GotpMANn. He works for me; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is $20 per month per man? 

Mr. GotpMAN. $20 per month per man. 

Mr. Kennepy. It is almost a form of extortion, is it not? 

Mr. GotpMAn. I call ita head tax. 

Mr. Kennepy. A head tax, in order to operate in Detroit. 

Mr. GotpMan. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is paid to Local 985, Mr. Bufalino’s union? 

Mr. GotpMan. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMaAn. The committee will stand in recess until 2:30. 

(Members of the select committee present at time of recess: Sena- 
tors McClellan and Curtis. ) 

(Whereupon, at 12:20 p.m. the select committee recessed, to re- 
convene at 2:30 p.m. the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


(The select committee reconvened at 3:20 p.m., Senator John L. 
McClellan (chairman of the select committee) presiding.) 

The Cuairman. ‘The committee will come to order. 

(Members of the select committee present at time of reconvening: 
Senators McClellan and Mundt.) 

The CuHarrman. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have just a short witness, or an 
individual to turn over some records. I would like to call Mr. Jason, 
from the Woodner Hotel. 

The Cuairman. Come forward, please. Be sworn. 

You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Jason. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF EDWARD JASON 


The Crarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Jason. My name is Edward Jason. I live at 3636 16th Street, 
NW., and I am the general manager of the Woodner. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Jason, was a subpena served on you, a com- 
mittee subpena, to produce certain records of the hotel ? 


86751—59—pt. 48-18 
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Mr. Jason. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I hand you here the original subpena and ask yoy 
if a copy of that was delivered to you. 

(The document was handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Jason. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. It shows to have been served on the 3d day of this 
month. Is that correct? 

Mr. Jason. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. That subpena may be made exhibit 80. 

(Subpena referred to was marked exhibit 80 for reference and may 
be found in the files of the select committee.) 

The CuHarrman. Mr. Jason, this subpena calls for certain records, 
Are you prepared to comply with the subpena? 

Mr. Jason. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. You have the original records? 

Mr. Jason. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. The original ? 

Mr. Jason. No,sir. Photostats of the original. 

The Cuatrman. This calls for the original. Are the records in 
your custody at the hotel ? 

Mr. Jason. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The originals are in your custody ? 

Mr. Jason. Yes. 

The CHairman. Then you may deliver, then, if you have photo- 
static copies, the photostatic copies now, but I shall want the originals 
delivered so that comparisons can be made. 

Mr. Jason. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. You will deliver the originals? Can you deliver 
them this afternoon ? 

Mr. Jason. I don’t know sir. It would require, perhaps, some 
digging in our files. 

The Cuarrman. You have already done the digging to get the 
photostatic copies. I assume very little digging will be needed now. 

Mr. Jason. I do not know, sir, whether they have been returned to 
the files in order or not. 

The Cuarrman. Contact the counsel of the committee immediately, 
as soon as you ascertain, and let us know. In this particular instance, 
it is necessary that we have the originals at least for a period to give 
us an opportunity to make certain checks with regard to them. 

All right, sir, with that understanding, you may be excused. Let 
us know immediately this afternoon, as quickly as you can ascertain 
this. 

Mr. Jason. I will do it. 

The CHarman. I understand that the photostatic copies if ac- 
cepted in lieu of originals would comply fully with the subpena? 

Mr. Jason. Yes, sir; to the best of my knowledge. 

The CHatrman. The same order will prevail as to the originals. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Jimmy James. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. James,come forward. Besworn. 

You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth, so help you God? 

r. JAMEs. I do. 








you 


his 


lay 


ds, 


a? 


er 


IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 17483 


TESTIMONY OF EUGENE C. JAMES 


The CuaikMaAN. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation ? 

Mr. James. Eugene C. James, 325 Leask Lane, Wheaton, Ill. 

The Cuairman. I am sorry. I didn’t hear you. Did you state 
your hame, your place of residence, and your business or occupation ? 

Mr. James. I stated my name and my residence. 

The Cuamman. You wouldn’t give your occupation 2 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer that question on the 
round the answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrMan. You can say whether you do or do not. You don’t 
give your occupation. You respectfully decline to give your occupa- 
tion on the ground that it might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. James. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Do you honestly believe if you told the truth and 
ave your occupation that a truthful answer to the question of what 
is your occupation might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. James. I believe it would, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepvy. Mr. Chairman, would you ask Mr. James if he has 
an attorney present ¢ 

The Cuairman. Do you have counsel ? 

Mr. James. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Do you waive counsel ? 

Mr. James. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell me what has happened to your coun- 
sel? I talked to him this morning. 

Mr. James. Yes, sir. My counsel came down here with me to talk 
to the chairman and you, trying to get me excused from appearing in 
front of the committee due to the fact that I am in allegation for 
income tax in Chicago which has not been completely settled. I am 
under extradition to New Jersey on embezzlement. 

I thought possibly that he might be able to explain it in its entirety 
to this body and possibly get me excused until such time as these 
hearings were completed. That is what I brought him here for. He 
had other business to attend to today, where I am not interested, and 
that is where he is at this time. 

I know where he is at and I will be able to see him before the day 
isover. But I didn’t bring him down here to come in here with me. 
I brought him down here for that one thing with reference to my 
letter to you. 

The Cuarrman. For purpose of this interrogation, then, you waive 
counsel ? 

Mr. James. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. The reason I asked the question was that I spoke to 
him this morning and told him that I was going to bring up a point 
with you and with him in connection with the income tax case. That 
is why I was wondering why he didn’t appear this afternoon. 

Mr. James. I understood that any questions pertaining to the in- 
come tax or anything that might go to a reflection on my case I 
wouldn’t be asked. 
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Mr. Kennepy. That was on the question of the fee. As T under. 
stand from a review of the case, he is arguing on your behalf that you 
embezzled these funds between 1951 and 1954 when you were a union 
official, funds which amount to $738,000, and the taxes on that would 
be $562,982; that you shouldn’t have to pay the taxes because of the 
fact that you embezzled the money. 

Mr. James. Is that in the form of a question, Mr. Kennedy? 

Mr. Kennepy. As I understand, that is your defense in the case, ] 
am not asking you whether it is correct or not. Iam just asking you: 
Isn’t that your defense in the case ? : 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer that question on the 
grounds that the answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am not getting into the merits of your case at all, 
Mr. James. 

Mr. James. You are getting awfully close to it, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is the conversation that I had with Mr. Gorman. 

Mr. James. I wasn’t present at that meeting. 

The CHatrMan. Youare present now. Let’s proceed. 

Mr. Krennepy. I asked him if union funds were being used so that 
he, as your attorney, could argue that you embezzled this money and, 
therefore, should not pay taxes on it. 

Would you tell us that? That has nothing to do with your tax 

case. If you can answer questions, can you tell us if union funds are 
being used to pay your attorney’s fees ? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer that question on the 
grounds that the answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is why I think it very important that Mr. 
Gorman be here and very peculiar that he didn’t come. I notified him 
that this matter would come up. He told me on the telephone he 
received some $15,000 to defend you so that he could argue this 
point, and that the $15,000 came out of union funds. 

We have the rather unusual situation that you, a union official, are 
accused of embezzling or taking some $750,000, of which you should 
pay some $550,000 in taxes; that your attorney is arguing that you 
shouldn’t have to pay taxes on the money because you embezzled it. 

The attorney, when he is arguing this case, is being paid some $15,000 
out of union funds. How could that possibly be a union purpose 
served in having $15,000 of union funds used for this purpose? Can 
you tell the committee that ? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
erounds that the answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The CrHatrman. Mrs. Clerk, issue a subpena for his attorney im- 
mediately, please. 

Mr. James. You don’t have to issue a subpena. I can go get him 
for you. I know where he is at, if you want him. 

The Carman. You may call him and get him here pretty soon. 
Where can we call him? 

Mr. James. He is with some attorney conversing about a case that is 
pending in Chicago. Iam not familiar with the case. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where is he? 

Mr. James. Somewhere in some law office down in—— 


Mr. Kennepy. Where? 
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Mr. James. I don’t know the exact spot. But I know where to find 
him around the time I get out of here around 4:30 or 5 o’clock. I am 
going to meet him. 

Mr. Kennepy. You said we didn’t have to issue a subpena for him. 

Mr. James. You don’t, without you want him right this minute. 
I can’t go and put my finger on him, but I will see him later in the 
day. I will tell him that you want him here. 

Mr. Kennepy. I told him I was going to go into this matter. 

The CHarrMaANn. Issue the subpena and ‘undertake to reach him by 
telephone. Where is he stopping ¢ 

Mr. James. He is stopping at the Statler Hotel. 

The CuarrMANn. Send a message to the Statler Hotel immediately 
that a subpena | is out for him and. we want him here. Have that mes- 
sage put in his box. 

Mr. James. Mr. Chairman, he is not trying to duck this committee. 
He merely had a business appointment. He will be here as quickly as 
I can go over and find him. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where are you going to find him? 

The Cuamman. I am not questioning that he is going to be here, 
but I would simply think that he would want a subpena issued for 
him. 

Mr. James. Well, I don’t know about that, sir. 

The Carman. I can’t know either. But being a lawyer, I think 
under the circumstances he would want a subpena issued. The sub- 
pena simply means that it is an official notice to him that the commit- 
tee wants to hear him and he is ordered and directed to appear. If we 
can reach him and he will volunteer to come, very well. 

Mr. James. He will be here, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Very well. Proceed. 

Senator Munpr. Are you presently a union official with some union, 
Mr. James / 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer that question on the 
grounds that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. To your knowledge, is some union paying the fee 
of your attorney ¢ 

Mr. James. I can’t hear you, sir. 

Senator Munpr. To your knowledge, is some union paying the fee 
for your attorney ? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer that question on the 
ground the answer might tend to incriminate me, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Are you personally paying your attorney fees? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer that question on the 
grounds that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. It would be a safe deduction that the attorney is 
being paid from somewhere ? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer that question on the 
ground the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarmman. Well, this is one of the most outrageous things 
imaginable. A fellow is charged—and I don’t know whether you did 
or didn’t, but at least you are charged—with stealing, and it is steal- 
ing, embezzlement and stealing is one and the same thing—one is you 
are in legal possession of it and you take it and convert it to your own 
use, and ‘the other is you are not in possession of it and you take pos- 
session of it and use it. 
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There is nothing different in the morals of it at all. If anythin 
embezzlement is worse, because you have been trusted. You have here 
a situation, if this is true, that you took this money where you were 
acting in a fiduciary capacity, the money of union members, people 
who work, who pay dues in their organization, hoping to derive some 
benefit from it. 

Then you abscond with it. Then when the Government undertakes 
to collect taxes that would be due on the money as income, you make 
the defense, and your attorney told me this, that he was defending on 
the ground that it wasn’t legitimate income and therefore was not 
taxable. 

On that basis, certainly, if his position in that case is true, then you 
took the money unlawfully, and now you are having the union, the 
same men that the money was stolen from, pay the lawyer to make such 
a plea. 

It just simply violates every fiber, every fabric, of integrity, honesty 
and decency that ought to be in human beings. 

Mr. James. I don’t think you are familiar with the case. 

The Cuarrman. I may not be. I said “if those are the facts.” You 
are given an opportunity to deny it. If those are not the facts, you 
have the opportunity now to say that those facts are not true and state 
what the facts are. 

Do you want to take advantage of the opportunity ? 

Mr. James. Mr. Chairman 

The CHatrmMan. Yes? 

Mr. James. I wrote you a letter explaining the entirety of these 
cases involved. 

The Cuatrman. Yes,sir. I have your letter. 

Mr. JAmes. And your honorable committee—— 

The CuarrMan. Justa moment. When I speak, you be quiet. 

I have your letter. I replied to it. You are here in due process 
of the powers and authority of the committee. 

Now, you may proceed. 

Mr. James. When I wrote that letter, I wrote that letter in good 
faith. I thought that the committee could give me time until I com- 
pleted this case, because the stuff that you are talking about here 
today is directly incriminating toward me, and you can’t expect me 
to answer. 

The Cuarrman. It no doubt is. I am giving you the opportunity 
to refute it. Is it true or not true? 

Mr. James. Maybe my case is built on those grounds, Senator. 

The Cuatrman. Is it true or not true? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. All right. You have been given the opportunity. 
Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are now an international vice president of the 
Laundry Workers Union; is that right? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
ground that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. There are two laundry workers unions at the present 
time. There was an ouster of the Laundry Workers Union of which 
you were a vice president after it was revealed by the Ives-Douglas 
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subcommittee that this money was taken from the union by you and 
your colleague, taken from the welfare fund, and that union was 
ousted. 

Then another union, a Laundry Workers Union, was formed, which 
js now a part of the AFL-CIO. You are part of the ousted, the 
corrupt, part of the Laundry Workers Union; isn’t that right ? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer that question on the 
grounds that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you are a vice president of the corrupt, ousted 
union, and you are also secretary-treasurer of the union’s local 46 
in Chicago; is that correct ? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 

rounds the answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. It is local 46 whose funds were used, the $15,000, 
to pay your attorney’s fees in this case. They were taken from 
local 46; isn’t that right? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer that question on the 

ound the answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Again, when I talked to your attorney, he explained 
that this was not the same union from which you embezzled the funds, 
that this was another union and, therefore, that this union, local 46, 
was the one that was paying your legal fees; is that right? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds the answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. For my information, counsel, will you explain if 
they are interlocked ? 

Mr. Kennepy. They are entirely separate. The AFL-CIO ousted 
the Laundry Workers Union after this had been revealed. He and 
several of his colleagues formed a new Laundry Workers Union, this 
same man, which is now outside of the AFL-CIO, but which is very 
active around the country. 

The Cuarrman. Is that the one that is paying the attorney ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. The one they have formed ? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is correct. 

Senator Munpr. It is a so-called independent union comprised of 
the same people ? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is right. 

The Cuairman. He has lost control of the AFL-CIO union? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is right. 

Senator Munpt. Is the other one still functioning? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes, it is. 

The Cuarrman. Is there anything further ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

It might be also of some interest to you, Senator, that the head of 
this union is a man by the name of Sam Biers. He was originally 

resident of the international union, the Laundry Workers Union. 

@ is in this other group with Mr. James. He has a rather interest- 
ing background, including the fact that one time in 1933, under the 
name of John Gilson, as a business representative of the Bill Posters 
and Billers Union, Local No. 1, in Chicago, Ill., he was arrested in 
connection with a murder and was sentenced to 1 to 5 years. 

So you have that background of the officials who are running this 
union. 
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Mr. James, in going into your background a little bit, in 1949 
according to the Detroit directory, it shows that you and your wife. 
Jean, operated a billiard parlor on East Warren Street, is that right, 
at 15302 East Warren ? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then in 1941, the Detroit directory lists Eugene 
James as a business agent of the Laundry Workers Internationa] 
Union Local 129; is that right ? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Krennepy. So was that your first entry into the labor union 
movement, with local 129? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you were brought into the union by Mr, 
William Presser, is that right? That is, into this independent union 
for the coin machines, in 1944-45? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds that the answer may tend to incriminate ine. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was local 23814; is that right ? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds that the answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And about that time, after you were brought into 
the union, you received certain funds from the operators, and you 
were also given an interest in the Marston Distributing Co. You 
received 20 percent, did you not, in the Marston Distributing Co., 
which had the AMI distributorship in Detroit? Is that right? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And also the Marquette Distributing Co., which 
was run by Mr. De Schryver, you received 31 percent of that com- 
pany. 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then Mr. Nardi’s wife—Mr. Nardi being a union 
official down in Cleveland with Mr. Presser, at that time with the 
IBEW, and later with the Teamsters, and he presently holds that 
position with the Teamsters—his wife received 6 percent and Mr. 
Presser’s wife received 6 percent; is that right ? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer that question on the 
grounds that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they received those interests because of the 
fact that they set this up for you to run the union together with 
the association ? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer that question on the 
grounds that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have had testimony that subsequently you were 
having difficulty from the Bufalino group and the so-called Italian 
gangsters in Detroit, and that you made arrangements in order to 
combat that so that the rival union would not be set up to put Mr. 
Hoffa’s and Mr. Brennan’s wives on your payrolls in their maiden 
names; is that right ? 
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Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer that question on the 
rounds that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. They each were put on the payroll for $100 a week 
and did no work ? 

Mr. JAmes. I respectfully decline to answer that question on the 
rounds that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was so that the Teamsters wouldn’t set up a 
rival union and help this so-called Italian gangster group / 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer that question on the 
grounds that the answer may tend to incriminate me. _ 

Mr. Kennepy. And subsequently your charter was withdrawn after 
the Murphy grand jury made an investigation, and Mr. Hoffa then 
ave a charter to you with the understanding that you would bring 
in Mr. William Bufalino? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer that question on the 
rounds that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Bufalino was brought in and made, subse- 
quently, the business manager, and you left, for all practical pur- 
oses, the end of 1947, is that right, although you remained on the 
payroll of this union until November of 1950? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer that question on the 
grounds that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell the committee why they kept you 
on the payroll for such a long period of time? Is that a method 
of paying you off? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer that question on the 
grounds that the answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, in connection with the awarding 
of that charter, could we have these letters introduced ? 

Mr. Kaplan secured them. 

The CuHatrman. Mr. Kaplan, you have been previously sworn ? 


Mr. Kapuan. Yes. 
TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR G. KAPLAN—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Identify them briefly. 

Mr. Kaprian. These are letters relating to the issuance of the 
charter to local 985, in the very beginning of June 1947. They were 
obtained by subpena from the Teamsters International headquarters. 

Mr. Kennepy. The documents, Mr. Chairman, to which Mr. Kap- 
lan has referred, show, for instance, on the June letter which is 
undated, shows: 

Please send to James Langley, secretary-treasurer of Local 985, International 
Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen, and Helpers, at Trum- 
bull Avenue, Detroit, Mich., the following supplies: 

And then it lists them. 

Have we identified who he was ? 

Mr. Kartan. Mr. James Langley is Mr. Hoffa’s brother-in-law. 

The Cuairman. That is the first document. That may be made 
exhibit No. 81. 

Document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 81” for reference 
and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 
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Mr. Kennepy. It shows the close relationship Mr. Hoffa had, with 
this letter. 

Then we have a letter dated June 3, 1947, written to Mr. James 
Hoffa, from Mr. John English, which acknowledges receipt of $5 
for “revised charter, seal and stamp, for local 985,” stating that the 
charter was “picked up by you this date and the seal and stamp will 
be forwarded,” again showing Mr. Hoffa’s involvement. 

The Cuatrman. That may be made exhibit 81—A. 

(Document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 81-A” for refer- 
ence and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Then, Mr. Chairman, on June 3, 1947, the same date 
a notice was sent to Mr. John English from a man by the name of 
Norman C. Murrin, in which he states: 


Attached find check in the amount of $5 to cover the cost of charter name 
change for local 985— 


and— 


Also insert Eugene James as charter member in place of Alvin Ogelvie., 


The Cuarrman. That may be exhibit 81-B. 

(Document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 81-B” for refer- 
ence and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. So that brings Mr. James into the picture. 

Here is the application for certificate of affiliation with the Team- 
sters, which lists Eugene James as No. 1 on the list of applicants and 
it states : 


Charter received by J. Hoffa, 6-3—47, 
and then it says: 
Picked up. 


The Cuarrman. That may be made Exhibit 81-C. 
(Document referred to was marked “Exhibit 81—-C” for reference 
and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 


TESTIMONY OF EUGENE C. JAMES—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Can you tell us anything about that, Mr. James? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Krennepy. In the court proceedings when you were having this 
dispute in 1946, you stated to the Murphy grand jury that the people 
behind Bufalino were Scarface Joe Bommarito, Angelo Meli, and 
Pete Licavoli. Can you tell us what information you had on that? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Krennepy. Then you stated, on page 963 of the Murphy grand- 
jury transcript, that there were some unionmen working for Bilvin’s 
predecessor, and when Bilvin took over these men were fired, and that 
you tried to— 


talk to anybody in authority. I made phone calls and they would refer me to 
Joe Doakes, and I could never get hold of the right man, and I put a picket line 
on the place May 23 to June 7, 1946, and I got hold of the right man— 


and you say the right man was Angelo Meli. 
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Were Bommarito, Licavoli, and Meli, behind the operation of 
Bilvin. as you testified ? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 

unds the answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can you tell us in view of that why you then brought 
Bufalino into the union with you when you received the charter from 
Mr. Hoffa in local 985 ? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 

unds the answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that a condition to obtaining the charter, Mr. 
James? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 

unds the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Did Hoffa know of your reputation and Bufalino’s 
reputation at the time he granted the charter? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 

ounds the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. According to the testimony we have had, you were 
financed by the operators, and in addition they were so pleased with 
you in one year they gave you a Cadillac; is that right? 

Mr. James. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have already gone into, at a 

revious hearing, about Mr. James’ operation down in Miami, Fla., 
with Mr. Newbold, so I will not go into that. Those are the questions 
I want to ask him today. 

The Cuairman. Are there any further questions? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

Mr. Chairman, we made a telephone call to the Statler Hotel. Mr. 
Gorman was in his hotel room. 

Are you surprised to hear that, Mr. James? 

Mr. James. No, sir; 1 am not surprised. 

Mr. Kennepy. I thought you said you knew he was busy with some 
attorney. ; 

Mr. James. I knew he had some business to transact this afternoon; 
yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. We asked him to come over and he is coming over. 

The Cuairman. You may stand aside for the present. You may be 
recalled. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Hopkins, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cnarrman. Come forward, Mr. Hopkins. 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before 
this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Horxrns. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF CARL F. HOPKINS 


The Cuarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation, please, sir. 
Mr. Horxins. Carl F. Hopkins, 14635 Monica Street, Detroit, 
Mich., owner of Hopkins Vending. 
he Cuarrman. You waive counsel ; do you? 
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Mr. Hopkins. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Allright, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are the sole owner of the Hopkins Vending 
located at 14635 Monica ? ; 

Mr. Horxrns. It is another address now. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is the address ? 

Mr. Hopkins. 11169 Grand River, Detroit 4, Mich. 

Mr. Kennepy. Youstarted this business in about May 1951? 

Mr. Hopkins. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And your business consists of placing on location 
coin-operated vending machines / 

Mr. Hopkins. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Forty percent of your machines vend candy, 
some 40 percent vend cigarettes, and about 20 percent remaining vend 
soft drinks; is that right ? j 

Mr. Hopkins. Soft drinks and coffee. 

Mr. Kennepy. What? 

Mr. Hopkins. And coffee. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have approximately 600 machines ? 

Mr. Horxrns. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. On about 175 or 200 locations ? 

Mr. Horxtns. Thereabout. 

Mr. Kennepy. Throughout the Greater Detroit area; is that right? 

Mr. Horxrns. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Kennepy. You own, service, and maintain these vending 


machines ? 
Mr. Hopkins. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Kennepy. Have you been a member of local 985? That is, of 


the Teamsters. 
Mr. Horxrns. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. When did you join ? 
Mr. Horxrns. In 19—late in 1951. 
Mr. Kennepy. Were you self-employed at that time ? 
Mr. Horxrns. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. Why did you join ? 
Mr. Horxtins. Well, it was the best thing to do to stay in business. 
Mr. Kennepy. What do you mean by that ? 


Mr. Horxrns. Well, they come out and asked me to join, and you 
had to join the union or they made it a little bit rough on you to 
operate your machines. Certain places wanted machines with union 


labels and the union made sure that they wanted me in. 


Mr. Kennepy. But the union could do nothing for you. You were 


self-employed. 


Mr. Hopkins. I was self-employed. They couldn’t do anything 


to me. 


Mr. Kennepy. Did they indicate that they would picket you unless 


you joined ? 
Mr. Horxtns. Well, one of my locations was. 
Mr. Kennepy. One of your locations was picketed ? 
Mr. Horxtins. Yes. 
The Cuatrrman. What effect did that have on your business ? 


Mr. Hopkins. Well, I would have lost the machine in this particular 
location unless I had a union label. The only way to secure a union 


label was to join the union. 
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The CuairMAN. You didn’t own the place of business, but you only 
had a machine there, and if the place of business was picketed 
where you had your machine by reason of your having your machine 
there, the owner of the business would lose business ? In other words, 
he couldn’t afford to keep your machine and out it would have to go; 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Horxins. Yes,sir. He told me he would have to have a machine 
with a union label. If I couldn’t furnish it, he would get somebody 
else. 

The Cuarrman. Otherwise, he would be picketed ? 

Mr. Hopkins. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. So in that way, they compelled you to join a union 
if you were going to operate ¢ 

Mr. Hopkins. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Does that mean, Mr. Hopkins, that if there were 
a Federal law against blackmail picketing, you would have been pro- 
tected against this club that was used to compel you to take on union 
membership ? 

Mr. Horxins. Yes, sir. The easiest way out is actually to join the 
union. 

Senator Munpr. Yes, but if there were a law prohibiting blackmail 
picketing, they would not have been able to use that club against the 
people in whose locations you had the machines ? 

ME . Hopkins. Right. 

Senator Munpr. You could have gone ahead and used union ma- 
chines or nonunion machines or anything you desired to use ? 

Mr. Horkrns. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Isn’t it a fact 

Mr. Horxins. This, gentleman, is always at the time I was operat- 
ing the business myself, with no employees. 

The Cuatrman. I beg your pardon ? 

Mr. Horxtins. This was done at the time I was operating the busi- 
ness myself with no employees. 

The Cuarrman. You did all of the work yourself ? 

Mr. Hopkins. Yes. And had noemployees at that time. 

Mr, Kennepy. Did they in fact stop the truck going in and out? 

Mr. Hopxrns. I didn’t see any of that myself; I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you went down and joined the union ? 

Mr. Horxins. I went down and got the labels and put them on 
the machines. 

Mr. Kennepy. Because you understood this might happen; is 
that it? 

Mr. Horxrns. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much did you pay at that time? 

Mr. Horxtys. The initiation fee into the union, if I remember 
correctly, was $50. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you pay all of that? 

_ Mr. Horxrns. I think they waived some of it in order to get me 
in, and I think I paid 50 percent of that. 

Mr. Kennepy. $25? 

Mr. Hopkins. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you pay dues on that? 

Mr. Horxrns. Yes, sir; on myself as owner. 
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Mr. Kennepy. How much did you pay ? 

Mr. Hopkins. $5 a month. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you hired some people subsequently. This 
all occurred 5, 6, or 7 years ago? 

Mr. Horxtins. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you hired people subsequently ; is that right? 

Mr. Horxrns. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they belong 

Mr. Horxrns. As the business grew, I hired more employees, 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they join the union ? 

Mr. Hopkins. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did that come about and when did it come 
about ¢ 

Mr. Horxrns. Well, late in 1956 I hired a man. According to 
my understanding with the union, we had 30 days before he had to 
join. For some reason or other, it was a little after 30 days. He 
was intimidated into a way of joining the union. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did that come about ? 

Mr. Horxtns. Well, he was—his truck was stopped on the high- 
way by—TI don’t know who stopped the truck because I wasn’t rid- 
ing; I wasn’t in the truck. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was related to you as what happened? He 
came back to the office afterward, did he not? 

Mr. Hoprxtns. He called me up and said there were four fellows 
who stopped him. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was driving along. What happened ? 

Mr. Hopkins. His car was pushed to the curb or a little beyond 
the curb, and he was asked to stop. They asked him at that time 
to get out of that car and get into another car and sign some 
papers, and he became a union member at that moment. 

Mr. Kennepy. What kind of a car forced him off the road? 

Mr. Horxrns. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he relate to you, Mr. Hopkins? 

Mr. Hopkins. Well, he said—I don’t know what make of car it was 
or anything like that. He said he was pushed over by a car. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then he got in the car. Who was in the other car? 

Mr. Horxrns. Officials from the union. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they made him sign the paper? 

Mr. Horxins. I don’t know what officials it was. He was shook 
up, and he didn’t want to say. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was anybody identified as being in the car? 

Mr. Horxtns. He said there was three or four fellows in the car. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there anybody that was subsequently identified ! 

Mr. Horxtns. No. I don’t know who was in the car. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know whether Johnny Welsh was in the 
car? 

Mr. Horxtins. I don’t know whether he was in the car or not. I 
actually don’t because I didn’t see it. He related to me that there 
was people in the car and he named some of them off. But he was 
in a nervous condition and I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he tell you John Welsh was in the car? 

Mr. Horxtins. He said he thought it was Welsh. That was the 
first time he had ever met Welsh, to my knowledge. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And there were three colored fellows plus Johnny 
Welsh ? 

Mr. Horxtns. He told me that, but I wouldn’t know for sure. 

Mr. Kennepy. So anyway, he signed the papers. What kind of 
papers did they have him sign ? 

{r. Horxrns. I don’t know. I never saw them. I saw one; it 
was an application to join the union. The union showed me that 
when I went down to their office. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the other paper ? 

Mr. Horxins. I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. He signed the papers while he was in the car? 

Mr. Horxtns. He never told me what the papers were. He signed 
two or three papers. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he scared ? 

Mr. Horxrns. Yes, he was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that why he joined up? 

Mr. Horxrns. Yes. 

Senator Munpr. How much dues or initiation fee did he pay? 

Mr. Horxrns. He pays $5, too. 

Senator Munpr. $25? 

Mr. Horxrns. Initiation fee? $50. 

Senator Munpr. Was there any other reason why the union used 
methods like this to bring in two lone people in Detroit to a union? 
It doesn’t seem to me that union money is hard enough to get. 

Mr. Horxins. Well, the union made a statement to me that they 
were going to have everybody in Detroit that run any type of coin- 
operated equipment under union control. 

Senator Munpr. All they got out of it, according to you, is $25 
from you and $50 from your associate. That is $75, plus $5 a month. 
That is pretty small money. 

Mr. Horxins. Per man. 

Senator Munpr. So far as this committee testimony reflects, that 
would be two men, $5 a month, $120 a year. That isn’t very much to 
justify attacking a man in broad daylight, forcing him off to the side 
of the road and throwing up a picket line. Is there any other racket 
connected with it? Is there any other income? What motivates it? 

Money is not that hard for unions to get since we have heard about 
it. 

Mr. Horxtins. That is all they got from me. 

Senator Munpr. Did you get your stamps free for the coin ma- 
chine ? 

Mr. Horxins. Yes, they issued me stamps for the machine. 

Senator Munpr. You don’t have to pay for them? 

Mr. Horxtns. No. As long as we keep the dues paid up to date, 
we get the stamps. 

Senator Munpr. $5 per month? 

Mr. Horxrns. $5 per month per man including myself. 

Senator Munpr. Two men? 

Mr. Horxrns. Four now. Three employees and myself. I got more 
meses as the business grew. 

Senator Munpr. They all had to join? 

Mr. Horxtns. Yes, $50 plus $5 a month, plus—well, that is it. 

Senator Munpr. Are you asmall operator there ? 
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Mr. Hopkins. I am not a very big operator, no. I am a smal] 
operator. 

Senator Munpr. In other words, they just didn’t want to let you 
run around being an exception, I suppose. 

Mr. Horxrns. Detroit is full of a lot of operators and small opera- 
tors; it is highly competitive in the vending industry in Detroit. 

Senator Munpr. What is your candid opinion? Was there enough 
money in this for the union to justify all those highhanded tactics? 

Mr. Hopkins. I am in favor of a good union. 

Senator Munpr. Well, so am I in favor of a good union. But I am 
trying to figure out where the payoff is and what the percentage is in 
picking up little fellows like you at $25 and $5 a month. That is 
pretty slow income. 

Mr. Horxrns. If they get enough of them, they are all right. 

Senator Munpr. Are they trying to control the whole industry, do 
you think? 

Mr. Horxrns. In my opinion, yes. 

Senator Munpr. They already had the big operators and they were 
trying to get you little ones? 

Mr. Horxtns. They have all kinds of operators in Detroit, fellows 
that operate their machines like I used to, alone. 

Senator Munpr. They have some big operators, too ? 

Mr. Horxrns. Yes. 

Senator Munpr. They were all unionized ? 

Mr. Horxtns. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did they do? They had your employee join 
in the manner you described. Did you hear from the union then? 

Mr. Hopxtns. Yes. They called me and told me I had a man work- 
ing for me who was not a union member, but he now is. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did they want you to do? 

Mr. Hopxtns. To come down and sign a contract for wages and 
hours. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you go down and sign a contract ? 

Mr. Horxtns. Yes, I did. I didn’t argue much with them; I just 
signed it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just signed it when they told you to? 

Mr. Hopxrns. And since then we have been negotiating when the 
contract expires. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was it that greeted you when you got down to 
the union headquarters ? 

Mr. Horxtns. Gosh, I don’t remember. I think I signed a contract 
with William Bufalino. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who called you and made the statement to you ? 

Mr. Hopkins. Mr. Welsh. 

Senator Munpr. When you signed the contract, what changes in 
working conditions, in hours, or in pay schedules took place as far 
as your employees were concerned ? 

Mr. Horxtns. There wasn’t much changes. I think the wage might 
have went up a little bit, $5, $6, $7, maybe $10, or something, which 
was agreeable with me. I had no objection to the contract at that time, 
to that contract. 

Senator Munpr. Wages went up $5, $6, $7, $10—what, a week ora 
month ? 
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Mr. Horxtns. No, a week. I think it went up $5 a week from what 
[was paying them before. 

Senator Munpr. A man got $5 a week more when he joined the 
union ¢ 

Mr. Horxins. When we joined with that one man. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were already in the union ? 

Mr. Horxins. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any other conversation with Johnny 
Welsh, specifically in connection with some gum machines that he 
had ¢ 

Mr. Horxrins. He came out to my house one day and wanted to sell 
me some gum machines that he was operating, penny gum machines. 
It didn’t amount to much. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much do those kind of machines cost ? 

Mr. Horxtns. About $17 or $18 apiece. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much did he want to sell them to you for? 

Mr. Hopkins. About $25. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you buy them from him? 

Mr. Horxtns. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You paid $25? 

Mr. Hopkins. Something like that, between $20 and $25. I don’t 
want to state the exact figure. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he tell you that he would be able to help you 
out if you got in trouble if you purchased the machines from him? 

Mr. Hopkins. Yes; he told me he would leave me alone. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many machines did you purchase? 

Mr. Hopkins. Just five. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened then? Did you lose the locations? 

Mr. Hopkins. Yes, 

Mr. Kennepy. Why? 

Mr. Horxtns. They fell through. Some of them the business 
wasn’t any good. I couldn’t understand why the machines were in 
such a type location as they were. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand Welsh was able to place these 
machines in the locations he had them in because of the pressure he 
was able to bring? 

Mr. Horxtns. I don’t know. That might have been my personal 
opinion at the time. Anyhow, I lost all the locations and the ma- 
chines sat on my shelves for 3 years. 

Mr. Kennepy. Immediately on finding out that you had purchased 
the machines, did the people say they wanted to get rid of the 
machines ? 

Mr. Hopxtns. Yes; I lost them. Every location comes up with 
a different answer. They can paint the walls and take them down, 
and you can’t get them back up. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ultimately sell the machines? 

Mr. Hopkins. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. For how much? 

Mr. Horxtns. About $10 apiece. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you purchase the machines from him ? 

Mr. Hopkins. He said he was in trouble, that he wanted to get rid 
of the machines. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did you want to stay on his good side? 

Mr. Hopxrns. I, at that time, was a little bit leery of things, and 
I didn’t know how it was going to work out. In all good faith, he 
was going to sell me the machines and I was going to buy them. That 
is the way it went. 

Mr. Kennepy. In all good faith, he was going to sell them to yoy 
above the market price ? 4 

Mr. Hopkins. Well, the additional amount was for the business 
that went with the machines. That is the way machines are sold ip 
this business. 

Mr. Kennepy. Which turned out to be zero, because none of the 
locations would keep them ? 

Mr. Hopxrns. Over a period of 3 months I lost the locations, 

Mr. Kennepy. Does local 985 control the industry pretty much 
in Detroit now ? 

Mr. Horxtns. To my knowledge they do. I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, you are in the industry, in the business, 

Mr. Horxrins. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do they control it? 

Mr. Hopkins. Pretty much, as far as I know. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any further questions? 

If not, thank you. 

Cal] the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Ayres. 

The CHatrman. You solemnly swear the evidence you shall give 
before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Ayres. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF WARREN AYRES 


The CuarrMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation, please. 

Mr. Ayres. My name is Warren Ayres. I live at 19574 Maydol, in 
Southfield. I am the manager of the Vendo Cigarette Co. 

The CuHarrmMan. You waive counsel, do you? 

Mr. Ayres. I do. 

The Cuarrman. All right, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Ayres, you have been in the cigarette vending 
field in Detroit for about 25 years ? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are sales manager of this cigarette company? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1945 you received some letters from Jimmy 
James, from his loca] 23814, requesting you to join the union; is that 
right? 

Mr. Ayres. We did, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy. You ignored them until you were told by the loca- 
tion owners that the machines would have to be union or be removed; 
is that right? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes. We postponed joining Mr. James’ union when 
he first started. Then later on there was a little pressure put on. 
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A few of the operators in town did join, so we decided to go along 
and we joined, also. ’ 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there any thought or consideration at that 
time of the employees, or was it all an arrangement between certain 
of the operators and the union ? 

Mr. Ayres. Well, at that time, at the inception of Mr. James’ local, 
it was more or less dealing directly with the owners, although the 
dues were based upon the amount of employees you had. But the 
employees had nothing to say as far as—well, there was nothing 
mentioned about the wages and hours and things like that. That 
is, at the inception of the union. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was just an arrangement between this so-called 
union and the operators; is that right ? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. About September of 1951, the Market Vending Co. 
came into existence; is that right ? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was a business interest of Jack “Babe” 
Bushkin ? 

Mr, Ayres. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And it operated cigarette vending machines; is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have had some testimony about him, Mr. Chair- 
man. He is a labor relations consultant in the city of Detroit and 
aclose associate of Mr. Hoffa’s. 

Mr. Bufalino, about this period of time, called a meeting in his 
Teamster headquarters, local 985 offices, did he not ? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes, he did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Of all the representatives of cigarette vending com- 
panies who had locations in the supermarkets around Detroit? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you relate to the committee what he said at 
that time? Mr. Bushkin was present ? 

Mr, Ayres. Mr. Bushkin was present. Mr. Bufalino informed, 
I think there was five operators there who had machines in super- 
markets in the city, he informed us that Mr. Bushkin had decided to 
go into the cigarette vending machine business and that he was going 
to take all the markets in the city. 

He would advise us to relinquish the markets without fighting 
because he would take them regardless of what we ever tried to do. 
So we discussed the situation pro and con and we decided that the 
only thing we could do, knowing that he was a labor consultant, 
knowing that he had the inside track, you might say, on the markets, 
we handed to Mr. Bushkin all the supermarkets at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that situation exists at the present time? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He has control over all the supermarkets, does he 
not ? 

Mr. Ayres. He does. 

Mr. Kennepy. Locations in all supermarkets in the Detroit area? 

Mr. Ayres. He does, with the exception of the Kroger chain. 

The Cuarrman. In all except the Kroger chain ? 
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Mr. Ayres. With the exception of the Kroger chain. Another 
company operates the Kroger chain. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was Mr. Bufalino, a Teamster Union official, 
telling you employers, operators, the fact that Mr. Bushkin was going 
to take over all of these supermarkets? What was he interesting 
himself in it for ? 

Mr. Ayres. Well, I never did know the exact story on it. I don} 
know whether there was a deal made or what, but he said he had 
talked to Mr. Bushkin and tried to talk him out of going into the 
cigarette machine business. He tried to prove to him that operating 
machines in the supermarkets would not be a paying proposition, 
But he had decided definitely to go into it so there was nothing more 
he could do about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why would Mr. Bushkin be so successful in taking 
over the supermarkets ? 

Mr. Ayres. Well, the supermarkets turned out to be a pretty pay- 
ing proposition, if you have enough of them. 

r. Kennepy. Why would Mr. Bushkin be so successful in taking 
them ? 

Mr. Ayres. Well, Mr. Bushkin, being a labor consultant, could go 
to any supermarket chain in the city and, we might say, promise them 
having no trouble in their chain, no trouble with their clerks, and 
he could write his own ticket as far as the vending machine was 
concerned. 

Mr. Kennepy. In order to do that successfully, he had to have 
some connections also with the union, did he not? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes, sir; very definitely. 

Mr. Kennepy. What unions did he have connections with? 

Mr. Ayres. The Retail Clerks. 

Mr. Kennepy. His brother or he— 

Mr. Ayres. His brother, as I understand, is an agent for the Retail 
Clerks. 

Mr. Kennepy. Which at that time was in the Teamster Union 
headquarters building; is that right ? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand he and his partner were close 
associates of Mr. Hoffa’s during this period of time? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you felt he would be successful in taking over 
these supermarket locations if he so wished ? 

Mr. Ayres. Well, we couldn’t do much about it. He was going to 
take them over, so successful or not, we had to give them up. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you all gave them up to him ? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes, we did. 

Mr. Kennepy. It is of some interest that the Market Vending Co., 
on December 4, 1951, had some 90 locations, and as of March of 1959 
this company has approximately 800 locations in the Detroit area. 
So he has grown considerably, has he not, that company ? 

Mr. Ayres. He is the fastest growing operator in the State of 
Michigan. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you think or believe that it is because of his union 
connections that he has been so successful ? 

Mr. Ayres. I definitely do, although as I understand, there are 
several friends—naturally, being in the labor movement as long as he 
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has, he has several influential friends to help him get locations, but I 
definitely feel his labor relations has helped him consider ‘ably. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you found certain Teamster Union officials 
who have also gone into this business? 

Mr. Ayres. Well, yes. We have had two others in our city. 

Mr. Kennepy. Whoarethey / 

Mr. Ayres. We had one by the name of Schuller, Mr. Schuller. 

Mr. Kennepy. Schuller? 

Mr. Ayres. Schuller, business agent for the Teamsters; and Morrie 
Coleman, also a business agent. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have they been successful in obtaining locations? 

Mr. Ayres. They have been very successful. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that also because of their union connection ? 

Mr. Ayres. In my opinion, it is; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. It is a tremendous advantage, is it not, to have this 
connection in obtaining locations ? 

Mr. Ayres. It is in our city; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Because of the fact that you can promise labor peace? 

Mr. Ayres. Well, they promise labor peace. There has been talk of 
what you might call sweetheart contracts, one thing and another. 
I have never had any definite proof, but in my opinion it is a great 
feather in their cap to operate that way. 

Mr. Kennepy. Anyway, they have been unusually successful in 
these operations ? 

Mr. Ayres. They have; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have some dispute with Mr. Bufalino and the 
local on the question of payment of dues back in 1952? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes, wedid. Our contract expired around June in 1952, 
= Mr. Bufalino wanted to renew it. We were a: reluctant to do 

We didn’t figure, first, that our men should pay $5 a week for the 
iehileze of servicing cigarette machines which had been going on for 
about 3 years, and, furthermor e, we knew that we were in violation of 
a law by keeping our books the way we had been. 

Mr. Kennepy. In what way were you in violation of the law? 

Mr. Ayres. Well, the way the books were set up at that time, we 
were paying our servicemen’s dues. 

Mr. Kennepy. You weren't deducting them ? 

Mr. Ayres. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were paying them directly ? 

Mr. Ayres. Paying them directly. 

Mr. Kennepy. That wasa violation of the Taft-Hartley Act? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you bring that to Mr. Bufalino’s attention? 

Mr. Ayres. We did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it suggested that you raise the wages and then 
deduct them, go through that formality ? 

Mr. Ayres. That is right. Mr. Bufalino said raise the boys $5 a 
week and take it off their pay. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you find out about that? 

Mr, Ayres. Our attorney advised them at that time that we could 
not give that much of a raise. The stabilization law was in effect and 
wecouldn’t give our men $5 a week raise. The most we could give them 
was around $1.50, I believe, at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. So what happened ? 
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Mr. Ayres. So we negotiated for a few months and then just broke 
off negotiations; we dropped it completely. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you won that dispute ? 

Mr. Ayres. No, we didn’t win it. 

Mr. KenNevy. What happened ? 

Mr. Ayres. We stayed away from it. There were several operators 
in town that were in the same situation that we were. We tried to stay 
out of the union, not because we didn’t want some union, but we didn’t 
like Mr. Bufalino’s setup. 

So in February 1953, our place was dynamited. They threw six 
sticks of dynamite, some unknown person threw six sticks of dynamite 
in the rear of our garage, causing a damage of approximately $5,000, 

Mr. Kennepy. Were any of the other group, any of the other mem- 
bers of the group that were also staying away from Mr. Bufalino, 
were their places dynamited ? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes. One other place was dynamited 3 months before 
ours. 

Mr. Kennepy. Michigan Vending? 

Mr. Ayres. Michigan Vending; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did that bring about a change of heart ? 

Mr. Ayres. It softened up quite a few of the boys; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you decide to get back into the union ? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you signed up under his terms? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you feel this was a warning to you? 

Mr. Ayres. Well, we though it had been ; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was more than a warning to you? 

Mr. Ayres. Well, yes. You can put it several different ways. We 
figured the best thing to do was we had held out a long while; we 
tried to do the thing legallike, and that didn’t succeed. We decided 
the only thing we could do at that time was to get back in. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the police come out and attempt to solve the 
dynamiting ? 

Mr. Ayres. The night the dynamiting occurred we had practically 
every top brass of the Detroit Police Department at our place. We 
had the arson squad, we had the cleanup, we had the inspector crew 
and special investigation. They were all very much interested in 
when it happened and how it happened and why it happened. 

The Detroit papers had a subheadline a couple of days on it and 
then the interest dropped and we heard nothing more about it. It 
was never solved, nothing said about it, with the exception that about 
a week or 10 days later a couple of detectives stopped by and asked 
if we heard anything about it. That was the end of the episode. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any explanation as to why there was 
not a more vigorous explanation ? 

Mr. Ayres. No. We never knew exactly why they didn’t try to 
find the person that did it. But in the previous bombing of Michigan 
Vending it was the same thing. Frankly, in my opinion they didn’t 


make too much of an effort to try to find it. It is a pretty tough 
situation to find just who would doa thing like that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know a police officer by the name of James 
Blessington ? 
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Mr. Ayres. I have never met the gentleman. I have heard of him. 

Mr. Kennepy. What squad was he on? 

Mr. Ayres. Special investigation. 

Mr. Kennepy. What were they charged with? What was their 
responsibility ? Aon rare 

Mr. Ayres. They were charged with investigating things such as 
ours. They investigated the unions. They investigated any bombings 
or dynamitings or any suspicious activities of any group. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know his daughter worked for local 985? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. The daughter of Detective Blessington worked for 
Jocal 985 with whom you were having the dispute at that time. 

Mr. Ayres. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Investigator Krug, was he the head of the 
squad ? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And his wife worked at Northville Downs Race- 
track; is that right ? 

Mr. Ayres. I never knew his wife. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know his wife worked out there? 

Mr. Ayres. No, I never did. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is where the Teamsters made a very large loan. 

Senator Munpr. Do you have any conflict-of-interest ordinance in 
the city of Detroit pertaining to this type of situation ? 

Mr. Ayres. Well, not that I know of. 

Senator Munpr. All you know is that they dynamited your place 
and never found out who did it and apparently never tried very hard ? 

Mr. Ayres. That is my opinion; yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. That is your opinion. 

Maybe you didn’t know about this conflict of interest until you came 
here today. Apparently you didn’t know about this man’s wife. 

Mr. Ayres. I never knew that; no, sir. The only one I knew that 
had any connection at all with the Teamsters, and I never knew him 
yersonally, was Mr. Blessington, and I knew that his daughter worked 
te Mr. Bufalino. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the fact that you didn’t feel that you were re- 
ceiving sufficient police attention play a role in your ultimately sign- 
ing up again with local 985 ? 

r. Ayres. Well, not necessarily. We figured although in a way— 
I wouldn’t want to condemn the Detroit Police Department; we have 
a very fine police department in our city. But it might have in some 
way influenced us, yes, when you have a situation like we had, and you 
hil a8 though you weren’t getting the exact cooperation from the 
police department, although they tried, probably tried. But those 
things are pretty hard to solve. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am not condemning the Detroit Police Depart- 
ment either. There are certain elements in the Detroit Police Depart- 
ment who have been extremely helpful to this commitee, so we are 
extremely grateful for the help and assistance that we receive from 
certain groups in the Detroit Police Department. 

Senator Munpr. Let me put the question this way: Had the in- 
vestigation of the police department found the people who had dyna- 
mited your plant and paniaind them, you might not have been under 
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the same compulsion to rejoin the union as you were when nobody 
found the culprit; is that right? 

Mr. Ayres. That is very true, very true. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Ayres, then in 1954 you joined up with a man 
by the name of Charles “Chuck” Morgan; is that right? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was to try to bring labor peace for you? 

Mr. Ayres. Well, that was the general idea. After we had gotten 
back into the union, which was after our trouble, then we were stil] 
having a little difficulty with certain operators in the city, so Mr, 
Morgan formed what they called the United Vendors of Michigan, 

Mr. Kennepy. And he was closely associated, supposedly, with 
Mr. Bufalino? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that successful? 

Mr. Ayre. Well, it was successful for a little while. He started the 
thing off pretty good, and it did, in my opinion, make a lot of peace 
around town for a while. There were some of the operators that were 
a little, you might say, wanting to go out and increase their business, 
and when they were signed up in the association, that put it at a very 
minimum. 

As far as your locations were concerned, the molesting of locations, 
let’s put it, were cut to a minimum, for awhile. 

Mr. Kennepy. That did not last long? 

Mr. Ayres. Not too long; no. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you find or have you found that Mr. Bufalino 
and the union favor certain operators in the city of Detroit? 

Mr. Ayers. I have heard it said that there is favoritism shown. 

Mr. Kennepy. I mean, do you know from your personal 
experience ? 

Mr. Ayres. I know of no personal experience; no. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. All right. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, the attorney is here now. 

The CuatrmMan. Senator Mundt has to leave and the quorum may 
be broken in a few minutes. 

Mr. Gorman, will you come forward, please? Be sworn. 

You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Gorman. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF RICHARD E. GORMAN 


The Cuarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and 
profession. 

Mr. Gorman. Richard E. Gorman. My office is at 1 North LaSalle 
Street, Chicago, Ill. I am an attorney, licensed to practice in the 
State of Illinois. 

The Cuarrman. You represent Mr. Eugene James? 

Mr. Gorman. Pardon, Senator? 

The CuarrmMan. Eugene James? 

Mr. Gorman. Yes, I do. 
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The CrHarrmMan. He appeared here this afternoon and waived 
counsel. I understood that you were going to represent him in his 
appearance here. However, he waived counsel. ; 

Mr. Gorman. May I make a short statement in that connection, 
Senator ¢ 

The Cuarrman. Yes. Let the Chair finish and then you may make 
a short statement. 

That is not important either way, but in the course of the interro- 
gation of him, the statements were made to the effect, in fact, by chief 
counsel, that it is his information from you that a union was actually 
paying your attorney fees in connection with your defense of him in 
the case in which he is charged with embezzlement of union funds, 
or in which the Internal Revenue Service is seeking to recover taxes 
on the alleged embezzled funds. 

That is the question that I wanted to get straightened out. It isa 
matter of concern to the committee that a union would be paying for 
attorney fees for the defense of someone who may have embezzled 
union funds. 

You may make a brief statement. I just wanted to get the picture 
before you. 

Mr. Gorman. May I state for the record that, of course, I am ap- 
pearing here voluntarily, that I have represented Mr. James, I have 
represented Local 46 of the Laundry Workers Union over the past 
2 years, and I have represented the Laundry Workers International 
over the past 2 years. 

I have received compensation from both the Laundry Workers 
International and also from local 46 in connection with the services 
that I have rendered. 

Senator Munpr. Is the Laundry Workers International Union the 
one of which Mr. James is vice president? Are there two unions? 

Mr. Gorman. He formerly was connected with the Laundry 
Workers International as secretary-treasurer of the Laundry Workers 
International. I believe that is correct. He now is secretary- 
treasurer of local 46. That is the Chicago local. 

Senator Munpt. Of the Laundry International ? 

Mr. Gorman. Of the Laundry Workers International; yes. That is 
correct, Senator. 

The CuatrMan. Is that the one that he is alleged to have taken the 
money from ? 

Mr. Gorman. I might say this in that connection, Senator. You 
have mentioned that the Internal Revenue Department has alleged 
that the funds were embezzled from the Laundry Workers Interna- 
tional. I think they would take issue with that statement. 

The CrHarrman. I didn’t say they were embezzled. They allege it 
is income on which they pay taxes, and the defense is being made that 
it is not taxable because 1t was money that is embezzled. 

Mr. Gorman. That iscorrect. May Ialsosay 

The Cuatrman. Now, then, in that connection, the question is: Is 
the union paying the attorney fees for making that defense? 

Mr. Gorman. The union is paying the attorney fees. I don’t know 
that I can say—— 

The CuatrMan. Well, you are making that defense and the union 
is paying the attorney fees for it. 
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Mr. Gorman. The union is paying the attorney fees; yes. 

Senator Munpr. Is the union paying the attorney fees—I am not 
talking about your appearance for Mr. James; I understand that the 
union is paying that—but is the union also paying your fees as an 
attorney in representing Mr. James in the trouble he is having with 
the Internal Revenue Service ? 

Mr. Gorman. Yes; my understanding is that is by executive order, 
approved by the membership. 

Senator Munpr. Is this the same union from which he is presumed 
to have embezzled the funds? 

Mr. Gorman. May I say in that connection that that case is presently 
pending in the district court in Chicago, and I question the propriety 
of the committee interrogating me or asking me about that case while 
it is presently pending. 

Senator Munpr. We are not going into the merits of the case, but 
we are trying to establish for the record something which has aroused 
a lot of curiosity on our part: whether or not union members who 
allegedly have lost part of their dues through embezzlement are now 
paying an attorney to protect the man who allegedly embezzled their 
money? That isthe part that disturbs us. 

Mr. Gorman. Well, you see, Senator, that is one of the issues in the 
case, as to whether or not the money was embezzled and, if it was em- 
bezzled, from whom it was embezzled. 

Senator Munpr. I didn’t think that was an issue. I thought that 
your claim was that it had been embezzled; that you asserted that. 

Mr. Gorman. Well, of course, the Government contends that is not 
so. 

Senator Munpr. I understand the Government claims he owes them 
tax money for taxable income. 

Mr. Gorman. If I might explain, the money that is concerned in the 
tax case is money which was paid in the form of premiums to an agent 
of the Security Mutual Life Insurance Co. of New Jersey, and that is 
the source of the funds that the Internal Revenue Department contends 
tax should be paid on by Mr. James. 

Senator Munpr. Your contention is that it is nontaxable because 
this money was embezzled by Mr. James? 

Mr. Gorman. That has been the contention; yes. 

Senator Munpr. So the people who presumably lost the mone 
through embezzlement are paying for the defense of the embezzler if, 
in fact, he is an embezzler ? 

Mr. Gorman. Well, as far as anyone losing any money, that money 
has been entirely returned to the Laundry Workers International, to 
the Welfare Department of the Laundry Workers International. 

Senator Munpr. But had it not been returned, they would have been 
the loser. 

Mr. Gorman. That is the question up for issue. It might have 
been the Security Mutual Life Insurance Co. that was the loser. 

The Carman. But for Mr. James to prevail, for him to win his 
lawsuit, your contention will have to be sustained, and that is that 
the money was embezzled. 

Mr. Gorman. That iscorrect, Senator. And he is also under indict- 
ment in the State of New Jersey. 
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The Cuarrman. I understand. And your fees are being paid out 
of a union treasury for presenting that defense for one who is alleged 
to have embezzled money, or one who you maintain has embezzled it. 

Mr. Gorman. Well, I doubt that the local is paying our fee for pre- 
senting that defense, but they are paying us for representing him. 

The CuarrmMan. Whether it is local or international, it wouldn’t 
make any difference. It is coming out of union funds. 

Mr. Gorman. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. And whether it is local money or international 
money, that money comes out of workers’ dues that they pay into the 
organization. 

Mr. Gorman. That is correct. 

Senator Munpr. And Mr. James lives in Illinois; right? 

Mr. Gorman. He does; yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Have the authorities in Illinois indicted him for 
embezzlement ? 

Mr. Gorman. No; they have not. 

Senator Munpr. If the charge is sustained, they would have to do 
that, wouldn’t they? 

Mr. Gorman. I doubt that they could at this juncture. 

Senator Munpr. The statute of limitations has run? 

Mr. Gorman. That is right. 

Senator Munpr. Well, of course, for a layman who is not a lawyer, 
I get a little confused about the legal entanglements. I don’t want to 
ask any questions that are not proper. 

It seems to me, looking at it from the outside, that there must be 
something improper in the business, with some $150,000 having dis- 
appeared. Uncle Sam should get his share if it is legitimate income, 
and if it is not legitimate that restitution in itself is no defense. 

Mr. Gorman. You are getting into a question of law. 

The CuarrMan. Well, we have the facts, so everyone can seek legal 
advice as to how they should be applied or what law can be applied 
to it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can I ask a question? 

Mr. Gorman. Surely. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much money have you received in connection 
with this? 

The Cuamrman. What is the fee; is that what you mean? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

What is the fee to be or what fee have you received in connection 
with your defense of Mr. James either in the embezzlement charges, 
which I believe exist in some court 

Mr. Gorman. I do not represent him in the embezzlement case in 
New Jersey. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who represents him in that? 

Mr. Gorman. I doubt that he has any counsel in that. 

Mr. Kennepy. He does not have any counsel? 

Mr. Gorman. He is right now resisting extradition to New Jersey. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who is handling that for him? 

Mr. Gorman. Mr. Jason Bellows and Mr. Michael Brodkin, in 
Chicago. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are they connected with your law firm at all? 

Mr. Gorman. No. I practice as an individual. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Are union funds also being used so that these 
attorneys can argue against extradition ? 

Mr. Gorman. I believe they have been paid in that manner. I am 
speaking of something that I don’t have first-hand knowledge of. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is your fee? 

Mr. Gorman. I have received to date $15,000 in connection with the 
defense of Mr. James. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that has been union money that you have 
received ¢ 

Mr. Gorman. That has been paid through local 46 of the Chicago 
union. 

Mr. Kennepy. And what is the arrangement for any further fee? 

Mr. Gorman. There is none. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know what the fee of the other attorneys 
is who are fighting extradition to New Jersey ? 

Mr. Gorman. I don’t know exactly. I wouldn’t want to be quoted. 

Mr. Kennepy. What do you understand it to be? 

Mr. Gorman. I would understand it to be in the neighborhood of 
around $2,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. You stated Mr. James has made restitution to the 
union ? 

Mr. Gorman. He was sued civilly by the social security department 
of the union, and that suit has been settled. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, how much money has he restored? First, 
how much did they sue him for? 

Mr. Gorman. I didn’t handle that matter, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, how much 

Mr. Gorman. The exact amount of the suit that was charged in the 
complaint I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much did he restore to the union ? 

Mr. Gorman. The entire amount was restored to the union. They 
sued the Security Mutual Life Insurance Co., Mr. James, Mr. Saper- 
stein, and also a Chicago bank, through which these funds were 
transferred. 

Mr. Kennepy. So how much money was returned to the union? 

(At this point Senator Goldwater entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Gorman. It was something in connection with the suit—I am 
only making an estimate—something in the nature of $250,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that was returned to the union ? 

Mr. Gorman. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. So on the question as to whether union funds are 
involved in this, certainly from the fact that some money has been 
returned to the union, it indicates or shows that union funds were 
involved ? 

Mr. Gorman. No. The moneys that were returned to the union 
were moneys that the welfare department would have received in 
premiums, restoration of premiums on the experience that the Security 
Mutual Life Insurance Co. had. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then let me ask you this, and maybe we can simplify 
it: In your argument, you are saying that he embezzled this money. 
Where are you saying that he embezzled it from ? 

Mr. Gorman. That hasn’t been argued. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Well, aren’t you claiming that he embezzled it from 
some group ¢ 

Mr. Gorman. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who are you saying or claiming he embezzled it 
from ¢ 

Mr. Gorman. It would appear that the money was embezzled from 
the Security Mutual Life Insurance Co. 

Mr. Kennepy. And this arrangement is made on a contract or 
arrangement between the employer and the insurance company ? 

Mr. Gorman. Are you speaking of the social security 

Mr. Kennepy. Initially, when the arrangements were made for the 
embezzlement, it was an arrangement that was made how? Would 
you explain it tome? 

Mr. Gorman. Well, there was no arrangement made for any em- 
bezzlement. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did he embezzle it ? 

Mr. Gorman. Again, Mr. Kennedy, we are getting into the case 
that is being argued presently in the city of Chicago, in the district 
court there. I again appeal tothe Chair. I think we are invading 

The CuHarrMAn. We will not go into the case. I did want to clear 
this up about the attorney fee. 

I have made some observations about it. I think it is scandalous 
in the extreme that union men who may have had their funds taken 
and diverted to personal use, had them embezzled, then would be re- 
quired, through their union, to put up the money to defend the one 
who had actually taken their funds. 

I think it is something that should receive the legislative attention 
of the Congress. I am putting it strictly on that basis. I think it 
ought to be prohibited. When people work and pay dues into a 
union, with the idea that their working conditions, their wages and 
things particularly related to their employment might benefit, I think 
it is just outrageous when they are robbed, or their money is taken 
away from them, union dues, are used for the purpose of defending 
those who took the money away from them. 

(At this point Senator Mundt withdrew from the hearing room.) 

The Cuarrman. Is there anything further? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Johnson. 

The CHatrrman. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Jounson. I do. 








TESTIMONY OF SIGFRID JOHNSON 


The Cuarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Jounson. Sigfrid Johnson, Sarasota Avenue, Detroit, Mich. 
I sell builders supplies. 

Mr. Kennepy. In May 1957 you bought a saloon at 4854 Michigan? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, I did. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And in the saloon at the time was a jukebox belong- 
ing to the West Music Co.; is that right ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. At that time you wanted to install a pool table for 
your customers, and you asked a friend, Ralph Sheldon, a vendin 
machine salesman, to install one, and also a jukebox; is that right? 

Mr. Jounson. Correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. You called the West Music Co. and asked them to 
remove their jukebox ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Sheldon brought in his jukebox shortly 
thereafter ? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. There were now two jukeboxes on location, so you 
turned the West Music Co. box to the wall; is that right? 

Mr. Jounson. Correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. A few hours later did you receive a telephone call? 

Mr. Jounson. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. From whom did you receive the telephone call? 

Mr. Jonnson. The caller identified himself as John Welsh from 
the Teamsters Union, and he asked me if I was having trouble with 
the jukebox, and I told him that I wasn’t. 

The Cuarrman. Can you speak a little louder, please ? 

Mr. Jounson. The man identified himself as John Welsh of the 
Teamsters. He asked me if I was having any trouble with the jukebox, 
and I told him that I wasn’t. 

The CHarrman. Can you speak a little louder, please ? 

Mr. Jounson. The man identified himself as John Welsh of the 
Teamsters. He asked me if I was having any trouble with the jukebox, 
and I said, “No.” He asked me why I had two of them in there, I 
said that one was going out. He asked me which one, and I told him. 
He said he would send someone around to see me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did somebody come around thereafter ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Whocame? 

Mr. Jounson. Chuck Morgan. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you relate what happened ? 

Mr. Jonnson. Chuck Morgan came in and 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was Chuck Morgan at that time? 

Mr. Jonnson. Well, he represented some jukebox organization that 
the man belonged to whose machine I was sending out. 

He informed me that the fellow that I was trying to put in there 
was not a union member, and I was asking for trouble, and so forth 
and so on, that he was going to put a picket line up and stop my 
supplies if I didn’t go along with the original West Music Co. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you question him as to how the association, the 
representative of the association, could put up a picket line? 

Mr. Jounson. No, I didn’t. But I had had the call from Welsh 
and from the Teamsters, so I just assumed that they were all in the 
same boat. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he tell you that the picket line would cut off 
deliveries and you would be put out of business? 

Mr. Jounson. Well, he didn’t say put out of business, but that would 
be the inference. 
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Mr. Kennepy. What did you tell him ? 

Mr. Jonson. We hassled for maybe a week or 2 weeks with two 
jukeboxes in the place. In the end I gave in to him and had Mr. 
Sheldon remove his box, and Mr. West—his box remained. On the 
final tour of my bar, Morgan insisted that I have the cigarette machine 
that was in there at the time removed and have a bona fide union 
man in there that was paying dues, I guess, to their organization, 
because the cigarette machine itself didn’t come under their jurisdic- 
tion either. 

Mr. Kennepy. So did you remove the cigarette machine ? 

Mr. Jounson. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you put in another cigarette machine ? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What machine did you put in to replace your ciga- 
rette machine ? 

Mr. Jounson. Well, the name of the company that brought their 
machine in was the G. & G. Vending Co. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did they happen to come in? Did you request 
them ? 

Mr. Jounson. No; I didn’t request them. They came in with 
Morgan about a day or so after he had made the deal to put that 
machine in. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they just drive up with a new machine? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. They appeared to know all about the problem and 
difficulty ? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they installed their machine? 

Mr. Jounson. Correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know anything about the G. & G. Vending 
Co. 

Mr. Jounson. No. Not at that time, nor now, either. 

Mr. Kennepy. G. & G. Vending Co. is owned by Mr. Arthur Gallo 
and his brother Romero Gallo. Do you know anything about them? 

Mr. Jonunson. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Arthur Gallo has had six arrests and three convic- 
tions, including a 10-year sentence in 1935 for possession and sale of 
narcotics. Interestingly enough, from January to December 1952 the 
same Arthur Gallo who replaced this machine, and who has this bad 
criminal record, was secretary-treasurer of local 985 of the ‘Teamsters. 

Did you know that ? 

Mr. Jounson. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. In addition, the G. & G. Vending Co. was operated 
from the premises of Vincent Meli’s company, that is, the Meltone 
Music Co. The records show that Vincent Meli initially was a third 
partner in G. & G. That was in 1948. But the records show even up 
until 1955 that Vincent Meli was receiving money from this company. 

The first individual, Mr. Sheldon, he was a friend of yours whose 
machine you wanted to put in there ? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. At that time, he had no employees; is that correct? 

Mr. Jounson. Well, he had one fellow that did service for him. 

Mr. Kennepy. Even at that time? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did you know if he had been in the union at one 
time ? 

Mr. Jounson. Well, he told me that he had belonged to the union, 
but he had gotten out of it because he didn’t like the way it was run, 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were forced to change your machines under 
threats of cutting off of your pickups and deliveries unless you put 
these two other machines in there ? 

Mr. Jounson. Correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. It is an example, Mr. Chairman, of the union and 
the association working together to gain business for a hoodlum-run 
company, the G. & G. Co. 

That is all. 

The Cuaimrman. Are there any questions? If not, thank you very 
much. 

The committee will stand in recess until 10:30 tomorrow morning, 
and at that time we will convene in the caucus room in the Old Senate 
Office Building. 

(Members of the select committee present at the taking of the recess 
were Senators McClellan and Goldwater. ) 

(Whereupon, at 4:45 p.m., the hearing was recessed, to reconvene 
at 10:30 a.m., Thursday, April 9, 1959, in the caucus room of the 
Senate Office Building.) 
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INVESTIGATION OF IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE 
LABOR OR MANAGEMENT FIELD 


THURSDAY, APRIL 9, 1959 


U.S. Senate, 
SeLEcT COMMITTEE ON IMPROPER ACTIVITIES 
IN THE LABOR OR MANAGEMENT FIELD, 
Washington, D.C. 

The select committee met at 10:43 a.m., pursuant to Senate Resolu- 
tion 44, agreed to February 2, 1959, in the caucus room of the Senate 
Office Building, Senator John L. McClellan (chairman of the select 
committee) presiding. 

Present: Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, of Arkansas. 

Also present: Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel; Walter R. May, 
assistant counsel; John P. Constandy, assistant counsel; Arthur G. 
Kaplan, assistant counsel; Sherman S. Willse, investigator; Ruth 
Young Watt, chief clerk. 

The CuairmMan. The committee will be in order. 

(Members of the select committee present at the convening of the 
session : Senator McClellan.) 

The CuarrMan. Yesterday we recessed until 10:30 this morning. 
At that time we thought we would have a quorum and could proceed 
with the hearings as scheduled. However, some things have inter- 
vened since and we now find that none of the other members of the 
committee can be present this morning. Most of them, if not all—so 
far as I know all of them—are engaged in other legislative duties 
that make it impossible for them to attend this morning’s session. 
Therefore the committee cannot proceed to hear witnesses in public 
hearings without a quorum, and under the rules of the committee, 
two members must be present to constitute a quorum for that 
purpose. 

Therefore, the committee will have to recess again until 10: 30 in the 
morning, at which time I am reasonably assured a quorum will be 
present and the hearings will proceed. 

The hearings tomorrow, I may advise, will be in room 1202, New 
Senate Office Building. 

(Whereupon, at 10:45 a.m. the select committee recessed to recon- 
vene at 10:30 a.m., Friday, April 10, 1959, in room 1202, Senate Office 
Building. ) 
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INVESTIGATION OF IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE 
LABOR OR MANAGEMENT FIELD 


FRIDAY, APRIL 10, 1959 


U.S. Senate, 
SeLect CoMMITTEE ON ImpropER ACTIVITIES 
IN THE Lapor oR MANAGEMENT FIELD, 
Washington, D.C. 

The Select Committee met at 11 a.m., pursuant to Senate Resolu- 
tion 44, agreed to February 2, 1959, in room 1202, Senate Office Build- 
ing, — John L. McClellan (chairman of the Select Committee) 

residing. 
. Present: Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; 
Senator Kar] E. Mundt, Republican, South Dakota; Senator Homer 
E. Capehart, Republican, Indiana; Senator Carl T. Curtis, Republi- 
can, Nebraska. 

Also present: Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel; Walter R. 
May, assistant counsel; John P. Constandy, assistant counsel; Arthur 
G. Kaplan, assistant counsel; Sherman 8. Willse, investigator; Pierre 
E. G. Salinger, investigator; Walter C. DeVaughn, investigator; B. 
Franklin Herr, Jr., investigator; Robert E. Manuel, assistant coun- 
sel; Ruth Y. Watt, chief clerk. 

The CuatrMan. The committee will be in order. 

(Members of the Select Committee present at the convening of the 
session were Senators McClellan and Mundt.) 

Mr. Kennedy, call the first witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mrs. Anderson. 

The CuatrMan. Come forward, please. Be sworn. 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate Select Committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mrs. Anperson. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MRS. ANNIE MAY ANDERSON 


The Cuatrman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation, please. 

Mrs. Anperson. My name is Annie May Anderson. I live at 2566 
Pennsylvania. I washes cars. Thats my occupation. 

The CuarrMAn, In what city do you live? 

Mrs. Anperson. Detroit, Mich. 

The Cuarrman. In Detroit, Mich. And you wash automobiles? 
You work at a garage or someplace where they wash cars? 

Mrs. Anperson. I do. 

The Cuarrman. And you work as a car washer? 
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Mrs. Anpverson. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. What isthe name of the place? 

Mrs. Anperson. Tony’s Five-Minute Auto Wash. 

The CHatrmMan. Where is it located? Do you know the street 
address ? 

Mrs. AnperRsON. It is on Seven Mile, but I don’t know the address, 

The Cuarrman. Do you know what street it is on? 

Mrs. Anperson. It is on Seven Mile. 

Mr. Kennepy. It is 13724 East Seven Mile Road, Detroit. 

The CuHatrman. Do you have an attorney to represent you or do 
you desire the advice of counsel ? 

Mrs. Anperson. I don’t understand. 

The CuarrMan. I mean, do you want a lawyer? 

Mrs. Anperson. No, I don’t. 

The CuatrMan. You don’t need a lawyer? 

Mrs. Anperson. No. 

The Cuatrrman. All right, Mr. Kennedy, you may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mrs. Anderson, how long have you been working in 
car washes? 

Mrs. Anperson. Ever since the latter part of 1954 and the early part 
of 1955. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where were you working originally, Mrs. Anderson? 

Mrs. Anperson. At Tony’s Five-Minute Auto Wash. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you always worked at Tony’s Five-Minute? 
Originally, when you first went to work for an auto wash, where were 
you working ? 

Mrs. Anperson. At Steam Auto Wash at Miller Road and Van Dyke, 

Mr. Kennepy. How much were you receiving? First, would you 
tell the committee what hours you were working at the Steam Heat 
Auto Wash? 

Mrs. Anperson. I was working 10 hours a day for 7 days a week. 

Mr. Kennepy. What time in the morning did you go to work? 

Mrs. Anperson. I went to work at 8 in the morning and got off at 
6 in the afternoon. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you worked 7 days a week ? 

Mrs. ANnpERSON. I worked 7 days a week. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is 70 hours a week ? 

Mrs. ANpERSON. Seventy hours a week. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much were you getting paid for that? 

Mrs. Anperson. $35 dollars a week. 

Mr. Kennepy. While you were working there, did the union come in 
and attempt to organize you ¢ 

Mrs. ANpEersON. Yes, the union came in. Newman and Shaw came 
in. 
Mr. Kennepy. And you understood they were two business agents 
of the union ? 

Mrs. Anperson. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is Albert Newman and Jewell, or Bill, Shaw: 
is that right ? 

Mrs. Anperson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did they promise you at that time? 

Mrs. Anperson. They asked the employees at Steam Auto Wash if 
we would join the union, that they would shorten our hours and get 
us more pay. There was another woman working there with me. 
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So he told us women if we would join the union that they would get us 
shorter hours and get us more pay. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is back where you worked originally in 1954, 
when business agents of the union came in. They promised that they 
would arrange for a steward there that you could take your complaints 
to! 

Mrs. ANpDrErRSON. Yes, they did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And for the women you would only have to work 
40 hours a week ? 

Mrs. Anperson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that there would be 10 cents a day deducted 
from your salary to pay the union dues for the services ? 

Mrs. ANverson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you sign an application card and a dues au- 
thorization card at that time? 

Mrs. ANperson. No. We had to put our names on a piece of paper 
the first day they came out there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you put your name on a piece of paper ? 

Mrs. Anperson. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you hear next ? 

Mrs. Anperson. One day I was off of work, and when I got back to 
work they told me that Newman and Shaw had been back out there 
and that they had talked with the boss. So then the boss had some 
white cards for us to sign, so we had to sign those. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you sign the cards? 

Mrs. ANprRSON. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened then? Did you become a member 
of the union ¢ 

Mrs. Anperson. Well, he didn’t explain it to us until next Sunday, 
which was payday. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened on payday ? 

Mrs. Anperson. He told us we had signed our names to a paper that 
we wanted to be in a union, and after we wanted to be in the union, 
he was going to have to cut our pays $10, which the union didn’t re- 
quire him to pay us but $25 a week. 

Mr. Kennepy. All the union contract required was that you get paid 
$25 a week ? 

Mrs. ANDERSON. $25 a week. 

Mr. Kennepy. Sononunion you were getting paid $35 a week ? 

Mrs. Anprerson. $35 dollars a week. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you joined up with the union and your pay was 
cut to $25 a week ? 

Mrs. ANperson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that is for a 70-hour week; is that right? 

Mrs. Anperson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you call the union and protest? 

Mrs. Anperson. The union told us that we had pointed out a man 
for steward, so we went to this man and asked him would he call the 
union, so he did. He called the union building downtown, and asked 
tospeak to Newman. But Newman wasn’t in at the time. So when 
Newman came in, he got the message and he called back. He told the 
man that we had appointed for steward—the man explained to him 
that our wages had been cut, and he explained to this man, and told 
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him that there wasn’t nothing he could do, because our union hadn't 
been organized. 

Mr. Kennepy. There wasn’t anything that they could do for you? 

Mrs. AnNprerson. There wasn’t anything. 

Mr. Krennepy. Did he say they hadn’t organized you? 

Mrs. ANpERSON. Yes, he said the union hadn’t been organized. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you quit your job then ? 

Mrs. ANpErson. I quit. 

Mr. Kennepy. These were representatives of local 985 ? 

Mrs. Anperson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever find whether you were in the union or 
not ? 

Mrs. Anperson. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. You just quit your job at that time? 

Mrs. Anperson. I just quit. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where did you go to work then ? 

Mrs. AnpersSoN. At Spicand Span. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long did you work there? Is that also known 
as Dukes’ Five-Minute Auto Wash ? 

Mrs. Anperson. It was Spic and Span then, but Dukes was the 
manager. 

Mr. Kennepy. All right. Then you went to work there; is that 
right ? 

Mrs. Anperson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they ask you whether you belonged to the union? 

Mrs. Anperson. Bill Stradder. 

Mr. Kennepy. Bill Stradder is one of the partners; is that right? 

Mrs. Anprerson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. He asked if you were a member of the union and you 
told him you were ? 

Mrs. Anperson. I told him I signed the card. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened then ? 

Mrs. Anperson. Then he asked me did I understand I would have 
to pay 10 cents a day union dues. I told him yes, and I had to sign 
another card then. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you then goto work for them ? 

Mrs. ANperson. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. To pay the 10 cents a day for the 7 days or 6 days? 

Mrs. Anprrson. Six days. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you got 1 day free; is that right? 

Mrs. ANperson. Yes, Sunday was free. 

Mr. Kennepy. You didn’t have to pay the 10 cents on Sunday ¢ 

Mrs. Anperson. No, I didn’t have to. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much were you going to make there ? 

Mrs. ANpERSON. $30 a week. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is, again, for 70 hours ? 

Mrs. Anpverson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever receive a union card ? 

Mrs. Anperson. No; I didn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is local 985 that you were in ? 

Mrs. Anperson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is the local of Mr. Bufalino? Did you ever 
have any contact with him ? 
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Mrs. AnpEersSoN. Not Mr. Bufalino; I did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was with local 985 ? 

Mrs. ANpEerRSON. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you ever notified of a union meeting? 

Mrs. ANpvERSON. No; I wasn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you ever notified of a union election? 

Mrs. ANpDERSON. No; 1 wasn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did any of the union officials ever visit the car 
wash @ 

Mrs. ANprrSoN. Yes; they did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they ever consult with you or talk to you? 

Mrs. ANperson. No; they didn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who visited the car wash ? 

Mrs. ANpERsoN. It was Newman and Shaw. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they never spoke to the employees? 

Mrs. ANpERsON. No, they didn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Newman and Shaw;; is that right ? 

Mrs. ANpERSON. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently, Mrs. Anderson, Mr. Stradder, the 
partner of Dukes, he left and went to open his own place; is that 
right ? 

rs. ANpeRSON. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was in Mount Clemens, Mich. ? 

Mrs. ANpeRSON. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you go to work there? 

Mrs. ANpERSON. Yes; I went with him when he left Dukes, bought 
his business, went with him to Mount Clemens. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you a member of the union then ? 

Mrs. Anerson. Well, I was still paying the 10 cents a day. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much were you making there? 

Mrs. Anperson. I was making $35 a week. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you went to Mount Clemens? 

Mrs. ANpERSON. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you were paying the 10 cents. Was the union 
doing you any good there ? 

Mrs. Anperson. No; it wasn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any conversations then with the 
owner ? 

Mrs. AnpEeRSoN. Well, one day when Shaw and Newman came out 
to Mount Clemens, I asked Shaw if he had a moment I would like to 
speak to him. So he told me whenever he come back out he would 
talk with me. 

So when he came back out, I caught up with him, and I said, 
“Shaw, you come out here and go straight to the office; you never 
talk to us, you never tell us anything. We don’t have nobody to 
complain to, nobody to protect us. We don’t have a steward. What 
I want to know is what we are paying dues for.” 

And he said, “To protect your job.” I said, “Protect what job? 
If something was to go wrong, our boss was to do us wrong, we 
wouldn’t have nobody to go to.” 

He said “In case your boss do you wrong, you have to go find you 
another job.” 
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So after he left, I went to my boss and explained to my boss what 
he had told me, and that I wasn’t going to pay any more union du 
because the 60 cents meant as much to me as it did to them, and the 
wasn’t doing anything for us, wasn’t giving us any protection. It 
was Bill Stradder that I went to. I told him Bill told me I could 
not pay union dues and work with the other employees if they were 
paying dues. 

I said, “Well, if I got to keep paying dues, I will go to other 
locals and keep to begging and trying to plead with them and find 
out what is wrong with this local, if something is wrong, they 
wouldn’t give us any help.” 

He said, “Annie, don’t do that, because you will get yourself in 
trouble, you will get us in trouble and a lot more people in trouble.” 

So I told him, “Bill, you know I have a daughter to take care of 
and that 60 cents would mean a lot more to me in my pocket than to 
Newman and Shaw in their pocket.” 

And he said, “If you feel that way, you don’t have to pay any more 
union dues, but just don’t tell the other employees about it.” 

I promised him I wouldn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. He said you wouldn’t have to pay the union dues? 

Mrs. AnperRson. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You told him at that time that you would go to 
another union ? 

Mrs. Anperson. Another local to try to get some help, to ask them 
what was wrong with our local, and why wouldn’t they give give us 
pieced, why wouldn’t they give us protection. I told Bill that 

would go to another local. 

Mr. Krnnepy. At that time, you were supporting your daughter, 
who was about 15 years old ? 

Mrs. ANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were getting paid how much ? 

Mrs. Anperson. At Bill’s? 

Mr. Kennepy. No, at the place where you had this conversation, 
Mount Clemens. 

Mrs. ANpErRSON. $35 a week. 

Mr. Kennepy. And your daughter was 15 years old? 

Mrs. Anperson. Fifteen years old then. 

Mr. Krennepy. And did this 60 cents a week make a big difference? 

Mrs. Anprerson. Yes, it did. I mean because if it carried me 4 
weeks I was paying $2.80 a month, and if it carried 5 weeks, which 
was 5 Sundays in a month, I had to pay $3.50. I could take that $3.50 
and keep putting it together and in 2 or 3 months I would have enough 
to get my daughter a skirt, a sweater, even have enough to get her 
a pair of shoes with. That is what I explained to Bill. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why were you a in a car wash in the first 
place, Mrs. Anderson ? 

Mrs. AnpErson. Because the first of 1954, the doctor told me that 
I couldn’t work inside. I had to have a job on the outside. That 
is the only job that I could find was a car wash on the outside. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you find it difficult to get by on that amount of 
money ? 

Mrs. Anperson. Pardon? I didn’t understand you. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you find it difficult to support yourself and your 
daughter ? 
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Mrs. ANDERSON. Yes, it is; very difficult. 

Mr. Kennepy. And when you are working 70 hours a week and 
you get paid $35 and the union deducts the 60 cents a week, 10 cents a 
day ¢ ; Soi 

Mrs. Anperson. Yes. Then I have to pay my Social Security. I 
had to pay more than 60 cents a week out of it. I had to pay Social 
Security and something else. I mean, I don’t understand it, but it 
was two or three more things we had to pay out. 

Mr. Kennepy. Has the union ever done you any good, Mrs. 
Anderson ? 

Mrs. ANDERSON. No, they haven't. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have they ever taken up any of your complaints? 

Mrs. ANDERSON. No, they haven’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you seen a copy of your contract ? 

Mrs. ANDERSON. No, I haven't. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you haven’t been informed by any meetings 
of the union ? 

Mrs. ANDERSON. No, I haven't. 

The Cuarrman. How many are employed there where you work ? 

Mrs. ANpEeRsonN. Now? 

The CHarrMan. Ascar washers; yes. 

Mrs. ANpersoN. At Dukes’ now ? 

The CuarrmMan. Wherever you are working. 

Mr. Kennepy. From Mount Clemens you went back to Dukes’; 
isthat right ? 

Mrs. ANDerson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much do you make now at Dukes’? 

Mrs. ANpEersoN. Twenty-five dollars. 

Mr. Kennepy. Twenty-five dollars a week at Dukes’? 

Mrs. ANpErson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. For 70 hours? 

Mrs. ANprERSON. Yes. 

The Crarrman. Is that salary? They pay you $25 a week, and 
donot pay you by the hour or car, or anything ? 

Mrs. ANprersON. No. They guarantee us $25 a week. 

The Cuarrman. Do you frequently exceed the guarantee? That is, 
do you get more? Do you make more than the $25? 

Mrs. ANpERSON. No, I don’t, unless I Simoniz cars. He pays me 
a dollar and a half extra. That is the only extra money I make. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, the carwashing where you are 
guaranteed $25 a week, you are not able to make more than the $25 
a week doing that work ? 

Mrs. Anperson. No, sir, I am not. 

The Cuarrman. So if you don’t have any Simonizing, you make 
no extra money ? 

Mrs. Anperson. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. And do you have much of that? 

Mrs. AnpEerson. Simonizing? No, not too much, not after the 
holiday. 

The Cuatrman. Is that after-hours work ? 

Mrs. ANperson. Yes, it is. 

The Cuatrman. Do you mean after you put in your 10 hours car 
washing, then if there is some Simonizing to do, you may get to do 
that in extra hours work ? 
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Mrs. Annerson. Yes, sir, I do. 

The CuarrmMan. So if you make any extra money, you have to 
work longer than 10 hours? 

Mrs. Anperson. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. For the 10 hours, $25 is all you ever get any time? 

Mrs. ANperson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that is 7 daysa week ? 

Mrs. Anperson. You have to put in 7 days at 70 hours to get 
the $25. 

The CuarrMan. You have to put in 70 hours? 

Mrs. AnNpErson. Yes. 

The CuHairmMan. If you miss 2 or 3 hours, there is a deduction ? 

Mrs. Anperson. If you miss the day it is a deduction. 

The Cuatrman. If you miss a day there is a deduction ? 

Mrs. Anperson. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. In other words, you wouldn’t get $25 for a 6-day 
week ? : 

Mrs. ANpEerson. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How long have you been working at this place 
where you are now working ? 

Mrs. Anperson. Well, I just came back right after Christmas, 

The Cuatrman. After Christmas ? 

Mrs. Anperson. Yes. 

The CuarrMan. You have been there some 3 months, then ? 

Mrs. Anprerson. Yes, going on 3 months. 

The Cuarrman. How long did you work there before ? 

Mrs. Anperson. I worked there during 1955 and I think up until 
1956. Then I went with Bill. 

The Cuarrman. So during the time that you belonged to the union 
wherever you worked you got no benefit from it whatsoever ? 

Mrs. AnpErson. No, sir; I did not. 

The CuarrMan. In one instance you got your wages cut $10 a week? 

Mrs. ANDERSON. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That was immediately after you joined ? 

Mrs. Anperson. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. And can you say that you know that the union takes 
no interest in the welfare of its members who are in the car-wash 
business where you work and where you have worked ? 

Mrs. ANpErson. For myself I can say that. 

The CuHarmman. Have you observed anyone else benefiting who 
works with you in the car-wash business ? 

Mrs. Anperson. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. At any time, since you have been a member of the 
union in any of these places where you have worked, has the union or 
any representative of it, any of its officers or agents or representatives 
of it, made any effort, so far as you know, to get you better wages, 
better working conditions or to look after and help you with your 
grievances or complaints ¢ 

Mrs. Anperson. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. They have done nothing except to get your money! 

Mrs. Anperson. That is all. 

The Cuarrman. Have you tried to get them to do something about 
your working conditions, about your hours or anything? 
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Mrs. AnvErSON. I spoke to them onetime. That was when I spoke 
to Shaw. 

The CuairMANn. Were you promised at the time you first joined the 
union that they would get you better wages and better working 
conditions ? 

Mrs. Anperson. They did. 

The Cuatrman. And it was on the strength of that promise that you 
joined ¢ haan: 

Mrs. AnpERSON. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. And since then you have had to stay a member in 
order to work; is that correct ? 

Mrs. ANpersoN. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, if you didn’t pay that 10 cents a 
day, you would lose your job ? 

Mrs. Anverson. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. In other words, you are paying the 10 cents a day 
for the privilege of keeping your job, rather than for any benefits that 
could possibly accrue to you by reason of increased wages or shorter 
working hours or better working conditions ? 

Mrs. ANperson. That is correct. 

The CuarrMan. Isthat correct ? 

Mrs. AnpersON. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. Allright. 

Mr. Kennepy. You went back to Dukes’ around Christmas of 1958; 
is that right ¢ 

Mrs. Anperson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. At that time, did you have any conversation about 
paying the union ? 

Mrs, Anperson. Yes. I went to Dukes’ and I explained to Dukes’ 
that the 60 cents meant more to me than it did to him, and that I didn’t 
want to pay union dues. So Tony asked me why I didn’t want to pay 
union dues. I told him I just didn’t want to pay. So Dukes’ told me 
then that I didn’t have to pay the union unless I wanted to. So I 
didn’t have to pay. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you went to work there and did not have to pay 
union dues ? 

Mrs. AnpErson. I went to work there and didn’t pay union dues. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know if union dues were paid in your name? 

Mrs. Anvrrson. I found it out Tuesday afternoon, in Detroit, in the 
Phelps Building, that the union dues was being paid in my name, but 
I didn’t know anything about it before then. 

Mr. Kennepy. Dukes’ was actually paying 10 cents a day for you 
to work there? 

Mrs. Anperson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never were aware of that fact? 

Mrs. Anprrson. No; I wasn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Tell me this: What if you show up for work on a 
Monday and it starts to rain and you stay there until 10, 11, or 12 
o'clock. Do you get paid for the whole day ? 

Mrs, Anperson. No; you do not get paid at all. On a rainy day, 
when they don’t make any money, they send you back home and you 
do not get paid for it. 

Mr. Kennepy. You do not get your $3 ? 
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Mrs. Anperson. No; you do not get your $3. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you are working on the line, there is a s 
is there not, when you wash the car? 

Mrs. ANperRsoN. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. It is split amongst the individuals who are working 
on the car? : 

Mrs. AnpErsoNn. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is there anything else in washing the car? 

Mrs. ANDERSON. Yes; it is. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have to split the money with any others? 

Mrs. AnprerSON. Yes; we have to split the money. Whoever is on 
the line, 35 cents is split. He gets 85 cents for washing the cars. He 
takes 40 and gives us 35. We split the 35 with how many people there 
is on the line. Then we got a blower on the line which carries two 
men, we have two brushes on there we have to pay, which is four extra 
on the line besides the people who are on the line. 

Mr. Kennepy. Let’s assume there are 10 people on the line. The 10 
individuals would split the 35 cents; is that right? 

Mrs. Anperson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then added to that they put on two brushers and 
two blowers? 

Mrs. Anperson. No; it is one blower but it is counted for two men. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then there is a brush ? 

Mrs. Anperson. Yes. The brush 

Mr. Kennepy. It’s an automatic brusher ? 

Mrs. Anperson. An automatic brusher and automatic blower. 

Mr. Kennepy. And each one of those count two ? 

Mrs. Anperson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. So instead of splitting it among 10 men you split it 
among 14? 

Mrs. Anperson. Fourteen. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the employer takes it for the brusher and the 
blower, for 4 out of the 14? 

Mrs. Anperson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. The man who owns the car wash, he gets four of 
them ? 

Mrs. Anverson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. The guarantee is what; $3 a day ? 

Mrs. ANDERSON. $3 a day for 5 days and $5 a day for 2 days. 

Mr. Kennepy. What if you make only $2.50, for instance, on Mon- 
day? Will he pay you $3 for that Monday ? 

Mrs. Anperson. Yes; he will pay you $3. All the guaranteed will 
get their $3. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then on Tuesday you are able to make $3.50. What 
happens then ? 

Mrs. Anperson. The guaranteed still don’t do nothing, but get their 
$3 because he takes that 50 cents and puts it back for what happened 
Monday, on what he charged us Monday to bring the guarantee up 
to $3. 

Mr. Kennepy. So if you make more the following day, you get 
your guarantee of $3 on Monday, but the next day if you make a little 
extra, that is deducted and charged to Monday; is that right ? 

Mrs. Anperson. That is right. 
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Mr. Kennepy. You are trying to save some money for your daugh- 
ter to go to college; is that right ¢ 

Mrs. ANpERSON. Yes, Mr. Kennedy. I have a real wonderful daugh- 
ter, and that is what 1 am working for. That is why I keep working on 
the wash rack; not because 1 want to, but because I can’t work on 
another job. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is because of your health ? 

Mrs. ANpERSON. Yes, on account of my health. So I have to keep 
working on the wash rack. I am working so that I hope not at this 
rate, but I mean I hope if things change or something I will be able 
tosave up money so my daughter can go to college. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about your husband? Does he work ? 

Mrs. ANpersoN. Yes. He works ata wash rack, too. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is his wash rack union or nonunion ? 

Mrs. ANDERSON. It is nonunion. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much does he make on his wash rack ? 

Mrs. Anperson. They guarantee $4 a day for which they take one 
dime out for social security, they get $3.90. Whatever the line makes, 
they got a split, too, but they have a 55-cent line. Whatever the line 
makes, they split that. 

Mr. Kennepy. They don’t add the blowers and the brushes ? 

Mrs. Anperson. No, they don’t have that. They just split it be- 
tween the men on the line. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they have a greater split. They get 55 cents 
rather than 35 cents ? 

Mrs. Anperson. Yes, they get 55 cents. 

Mr. Kennepy. And there is a guarantee of $4 a day rather than $3 
a day ? 

Mrs. ANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And this is a nonunion car wash ? 

Mrs. ANDERSON. Nonunion. 

Mr. Kennepy. So the nonunion car wash does much better than the 
union car wash ? 

Mrs. ANDERSON. That is right. 

Senator Munpr. Have you ever tried to get a job in a nonunion car 
wash ? 

Mrs. ANDERSON. You say have I ever tried to get a job in a non- 
union car wash? Well, you see, they don’t hire women at all the 
car washers. Just some car washers hire women. Everywhere I go, 
I see that sign stuck up on the door, most everywhere, local 985. 

Senator Munpr. Do they pay men more than women on the car 
wash ¢ 

Mrs. Anperson. No. The women can make the same as men make. 

Senator Munpr. It is just that some car washers don’t hire women ? 

Mrs. Anperson. That is right. They just hire men. 

Senator Munpr. So your testimony is that in a nonunion carwash 
you get paid more money than in a union car wash ? 

Mrs. Anperson. My husband gets paid more money than I do and 
he is in a nonunion carwash. 

Senator Munpr. Do you know whether they have a State minimum 
wage law in Michigan ¢ 

Mr. Anperson. No, sir; I do not know. 

Senator Munpr. How many people work in your shop? 
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Mrs. Anperson. In the carwash? Well, you see, I don’t never 
know how many people is going to work, because he don’t have the 
same amount on every day. Maybe some days he will have 10, 15, 
12, 18, 20, 25. 

Senator Munor. If he has that many, it seems they would be 
covered by the Federal minimum wage law. 

Mr. Kennepy. I think the interstate question arises, Senator, 

Senator Munov. I think that it would be interstate if they were 
washing cars with a foreign license. That would be interstate. The 
general philosophy of the Supreme Court has been that an elevator 
operator going up and down in an office building is interstate because 
undoubtedly the offices upstairs receive letters from out of State, 

The CuarrMan. Well, cars would go between States more than an 
elevator, I imagine. 

Senator Munpr. Yes. Have you ever tried to protest the situation 
to anybody else except your union boss? 

Mrs. ANDERSON. Do you mean about the union ? 

Senator Munpr. About the deplorable wages that you get, the 
mistreatment that the employees are getting? The fact that you are 
paid so little and the percentage cost for union membership is so 
great and the services are completely inadequate, if any? 

Have you talked about the union conditions or the working con- 
ditions or protested about them to anybody else ? 

Mrs. Anperson. No, nobody but the employees. We talk between 
each other. 

Senator Munpr. Have you talked to the employer ? 

Mrs. Anperson. No, that is all. I never went to my boss, if that 
is what you mean. 

Senator Munpr. The man who hired you, did you go to him? 

Mrs. Anperson. No, I never went to him and said anything. 

Senator Munpr. You are supposed to contact him, I suppose, 
through union channels; is that right ? 

Mrs. Anpverson. I didn’t understand you. 

Senator Munpr. You are supposed to make your contacts with 
your employer, I presume, through your union representative 

Mrs. Anperson. I don’t know. I mean, the boss was taking the 
dues out when I was paying them and turning them over to a union. 
I mean the boss didn’t say anything to me about the union and the 
union man didn’t say anything. So I never said anything to them 
about the union. 

Senator Munpr. How do you make this 10-cent-a- day payment? 
Do you make it at the end of ‘the week and give somebody 70 cents, or 
what 

Mr. Anperson. Do you mean when I was paying? 

Senator Munpr. Yes. 

Mrs. Anpprson. Yes. My boss would take them out at the end 
of the week, ona Sunday. We get paid ona Sunday. 

Senator Munpr. Your employer would take it out? 

Mrs. Anperson. Yes, on a Sunday. 

Senator Munor. This is a check- off system. Is this supposedly 
one of the great benefits of the union shop in Michigan, that the em- 
ployer would take the check-off and go out and make sweetheart 
contracts for the employees? You would get nothing that way? 
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Mrs. ANpeERsoN. I don’t understand. 

Senator Munpr. All you know is that you gave your 70 cents—— 
Mrs. ANpErson. Sixty cents. 

Senator Munpr. Sixty cents? 

Mr. Anverson. That is right. 

Senator Munpr. You didn’t give it to anybody. The employer 


took it out of your check ? 


Mrs. Anperson. I didn’t give it to anybody. My boss would de- 
duct it from my pay when he would give it to me on a Sunday 
afternoon. 

Senator Munpr. This is the check-off in operation ? 

Mrs. Anperson. That is right. 

Senator Munpr. You didn’ t see the union boss? 

Mrs. ANpERsSON. No, sir; I did not. 

Senator Munpr. All you know is that you got that much less in 
your check ? 

Mrs. ANperson. All I know I was 60 cents less. 

Senator Munpr. It would be given to some union boss and nobody 
knows whether this is a sw eetheart contract, or whether this is the 
standard operating procedure in Detroit in the carwash business. 
You don’t know about that ? 

Mrs. ANDERSON. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have here a record showing that 
@ payment was made by the employer to the union on behalf of Mrs. 
Anderson. The record would appear to indicate that a payment was 
made by the employer to the union on behalf of Mrs. Anderson, de- 
spite the testimony of Mrs. Anderson that she was never aware that 
such payment was made, that no deduction was made from her salary. 

The CuarrmMan. This is a recent document. It is dated the 14th of 
March 1959. 

You say you don’t know. You are paying no union dues now? 

Mrs. ANpErson. No, sir; I am not. 

The CuarrmMan. But you do not know whether your employer is 
paying them for you or not ? 

Mrs. Anperson. I do not know that. 

The Cuatrman. Apparently the committee has information indi- 
cating that the employer is paying your dues for you. Do we have a 
member of the staff that can verify this? 

Mr. Kennepy. We have somebody who can verify it. 

The Cuatrrman. We will put it in the record. 

You may recite generally what it is, but I want it sworn to by who- 
ever procured it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, a member of the staff under our 
direction procured it. We have a later witness who can perhaps better 
identify it. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

For your information, we will determine about this in the course of 
further testimony, but it appears that the committee has information 
that your employer is now paying your dues for you where you 
presently work. 

Is there anything further ? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. 
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Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Gus Richardson. 

The Cuarrman. Do you solemnly swear the evidence you shall give 
before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 
Mr. Ricuarpson. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF GUS RICHARDSON 


The Cuatrrman. What is your name? 
Mr. Ricwarpson. Gus Richardson. 
The Cuarrman. Where do you live? 
Mr. Ricuarpson. Detroit, Mich. 
The CuarrmMan. Where? 
Mr. Ricuarpson. Detroit, Mich. 
The CuHarrMan. Detroit, Mich. Give your street address. 
Mr. Ricuarpson. 143 Vernor Highway, Century Hotel. 
Mr. Kennepy. 143 Vernor Highway; 1s that right ? 
Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 
The Cuatrman. What kind of work do you do? 
Mr. Ricuarpson. I work in an auto wash. 
The Cuarrman. You don’t care for a lawyer to represent you here, 
do you? 
Mr. Ricuarpson. No, I don’t. 
The CHatrman. Thank you. 
Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 
Mr. Kennepy. You are presently employed as a driver on a wash 
rack at Tony’s Five-Minute Auto Wash, is that right, Detroit, Mich. ? 
Mr. Ricuarpson. That is right, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. And you have worked there off and on for the past 
7 years ? 
Mr. Ricuarpson. That is right. 
Mr. Kennepy. Is this a union car wash ? 
Mr. Ricwarpson. It is supposed to be a union car wash; yes. 
Mr. Kennepy. How much money are you receiving ? 
Mr. Ricuarpson. I am making $25 a week right now. 
Mr. Kennepy. $25 a week? 
Mr. Ricwarpson. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. How many days a week do you work? 
Mr. Ricuarpson. Seven days a week. 
Mr. Kennepy. How many hours do you work ? 
Mr. Ricuarpson. Seventy hours. 
Mr. Kennepy. Seventy hours a week ? 
Mr. Ricwarpson. Yes. 
Mr. Kennepy. When you first went to work, you were guaranteed a 
eekly wage of $30 a week; is that right ? 
Mr. Ricuarpson. That is when I first went to work. 
Mr. Kennepy. That is for seven days, a 10-hour day / 
Mr. Ricuarpson. Right. 
Mr. Kennepy. So your salary scale has gone down, as well as Mrs. 
Anderson ? 
Mr. Ricwarpson. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. This was back in 1953, is that right, when you first 


went to work ? 
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Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then around Easter of 1953 you were told by your 
employer that he would have to cut your salary to $25 a week? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then in the winter of 1954 did two representatives 
of local 985 come by your car wash ? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. Yes, they did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who were they ? 

Mr. Ricnarpson. They was Newman and Shaw. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they promise more money to you at that time? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Well, they say if we would join the union, that 
they would see that we get better working conditions and get us more 
money. But at that time we wasn’t in no union. There was no 
union there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they return the next day or return with a 
picket line? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, they did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And did the employees at the car wash continue 
to work ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. They continued on to work that day because it 
was on a Saturday. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why didn’t you join the union at that time? 

Mr. RicuArpson. Well, we wouldn’t join that union because they 
wouldn’t give us no consideration right then because they wanted to 
take us and give us—well, I wouldn’t know how to phrase that in a 
way. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, anyway, you didn’t want to join the union? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. We did not want no part of that union. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they established the picket line. Did you have 
any conversation with Mr. Shaw ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Well, when they came out there that morning, 
they brought about three carloads with them, and they established 
a picket line, which Mr. Bufalino also was out there on that morning, 
and Mr. Shaw, he had a sign on him walking up and down the side- 
walk. We had a little conversation about him flagging the cars 
past the driveway. 

The CHatrMAN. Speak a little louder, please. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was what you thought flagging the cars away 
from coming into the car wash ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes. He was flagging cars away from the 
driveway. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you had some conversations with him ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. I told him, “You are not supposed to flag the 
cars away from the driveway. You are supposed to walk up and 
down the driveway.” 

He said, “I am not flagging the cars past the driveway.” TI said, 
“Tam looking right at you, and I can see.” About that time a police 
walked by, and he asked what the trouble was, and I told him. He 
told Mr. Shaw, “You walk on the sidewalk and leave the cars alone.” 

Mr. Shaw said he was not bothering the people, he wasn’t doing 
that at all. I told him he was telling a story because I was looking 
right at him. He told me I was one of those things. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did Shaw say? 
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Mr. Ricuarpson. Shaw told me I was telling —— 

Mr. Kennepy. He swore at you? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. He swore at me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that was the end of the conversation ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Right then and there. 

Mr. Kennepy. So then you were off for a few days and you came 
back to work the following week; is that right ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And by that time—— 

Mr. Ricuarpson. When I came back to w ork, it was on a Wednes- 
day morning, there was a union sign on the front door : and the back 
door. I asked the fellows what happened, and they said, “Well, we 
belongs to the union. 

Mr. Kennepy. So what did you do? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. So I continued on to work there that week, and 
the following Monday I signed up for the union, too. 

Mr. Kennepy. You signed up for the union. Then you got 10 
cents a day deducted from your salary ; is that right ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you would get a regular salary of $30 a week: 
is that right? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you left in the summer of 1955? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. Yes. I got a construction job and worked all 
that summer. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you returned in the winter of 1955; is that 
right? 

Mr. RicHarpson. ia sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And again with your 10 cents, you were making 
$30 a week and the 10 anak was being deducted ? 

. Mr. Ricuarpson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then the representatives of the committee were out 
in Detroit i in 1957, and you had some conversations with them at that 
time; is that correct? “You went down to the Federal Building? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you went down to the Federal Building in 1957 
and complained about the treatment that you were receiving; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the fact that you had to pay this 10 cents a 
day and that you were not receiving any benefits from the union? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. That is right. 

Senator Munpr. To whom did you make your complaints ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Well, when I went down to the Federal Building, 
I seen some man down there. He belongs to this committee,’ but 
I don’t remember his name. 

The Cuatrman. He belongs to this committee? 

Mr. Kennepy. A staff member. 

Senator Munpr. Yes, I know. 

You went down to the Federal Building and met there some member 
of our committee ? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Munpr. I thought you meant some representative of the 
Federal Government in the Labor Department, maybe to enforce the 
minimum wage law. 

Mr. Ricnarpson. No, sir. 

I was very tired of how they was doing us out at the place that day, 
and I asked around and got information and was told to go down to 
the Federal Building. So I goes down to the Federal Building and I 
talked to a fellow down there and he told me, “You go back and go to 
work, like nothing never happened.” He said, “We will have some- 
pody out there to see you in a few days.” 

So I went back to work and I didn’t say anything at all. Sure 
enough, the next couple of days or so someone was out there to see us. 

Senator Munpr. Tosee you? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. To see everybody who was working out there. 

Senator Munpr. To see what? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. To see the workers on the job out there. 

Senator Munpr. You have three children ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. How can you support a family of three children in 
Detroit at $100 a month, even if they did not deduct your union dues? 
Do you have much difficulty there ? 

Mr. Ricnarpson. Well, that don’t help very much, sir, because my 
wife she does a little extra work, too, on the side. 

Senator Munpr. As far as you know, the union to which you belong 
has never protested these sweatshop wages that you are paid in the 
carwash business in Detroit ? 

Mr. Ricuarpvson. No, sir. I never protested to them or nothing like 
that. 

Senator Munpr. You never protested to a union leader? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Not about the deduction from my money or 
nothing like that. 

Senator Munpr. No, but did you ever protest about the fact that 
you are working at only $100 a month for 7 days a week ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. No, sir; I never have. 

Senator Munpr. Where does all this 40-hour-a-week business that 
we hear so much about come in ? 

Mr. Ricnarpson. Well, that wasn’t in the contract when I got hired. 
That was something extra that they was going to pay me for the work 
I did, extra work in the wash rack. 

Senator Munpr. Do you get paid extra for overtime ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. No, sir; that wasn’t for overtime work. 

Senator Munpr. What does 7 days mean? Does that mean that 
ou work more than 40 hours a week or that you divide up the 40 

ours into certain shifts on seven days? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. No, sir; we had to work the 70 hours a week. 

Senator Munpr. Seventy hours a week? 

Mr. RicHarpson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Seventy, 10 hours a day, for seven days? 

Mr. Ricnarpson. From Monday to Sunday, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Ten hours a day? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Seven days a week ? 
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Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Total pay $100 a month less your union dues? 

Mr. RicHarpson. Less your union dues. 

Senator Munpr. This is Detroit, Mich. ? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. That is Detroit, Mich. 

Senator Munpr. Where we have all of these great internationa] 
labor leaders trying to come out and tell us farm folks in South Da- 
kota we are not paying the people enough. I think that they have a 
little homework to do. Maybe Walter Reuther has a little work to 
do around his own hometown and leave everybody alone down in 
Arkansas and South Dakota. 

It is the same way with Mr. Hoffa. He lives in Detroit. They come 
down here to Washington and say that we ought to take care of some- 
body someplace else. 

You are positive of what you are telling us, that you work 10 hours 
a day, 70 hours a week and you get $100 a month? That is all? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. That is right. 

Senator Munpr. Less your union dues? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Less the union dues. 

Senator Munopr. This is in the great city of Detroit, the union 
capital of the world? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir; that is right. 

Senator Munpr. The showplace. Did you ever talk to the Gov- 
ernor about that? Did you ever write the Governor a letter and say, 
“Mr. Williams, how about this?” Does he know about this? ' 

Mr. Ricuarpson. No, sir. 

Senator Munpr. All you did was go down to the Federal building 
and talk to one of our investigators. How did you know that our in- 
vestigators were in the Federal building? Did you read it in the 

aper ? 
. r. RicHarpson. No, sir. I got that information next door to our 
wash rack. 

The CuatrMan. You got it how? 

Mr. Kennepy. Next door. 

Senator Munpr. Somebody on a neighboring wash rack? 

Mr. Ricwarpson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. I certainly hope that if we can’t pass legislation out 
of these hearings, which I hope we can do, we can do something to 
improve the labor conditions in the city of Detroit. 

It seems to me that the top chiefs there have been busy in the other 
fellow’s gardens. They have some weeds at home to take care of. It 
is pretty bad. You look like a good, honest fellow. 

{r. Ricuarpson. I am telling the truth, sir. 

Senator Munpr. This is the kind of sweatshop business you used to 
read about in the old days. Maybe they ought to charge a little more 
for washing the car. What do they charge for washing the car? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. It depends. If it is on a Friday, Saturday or 
Sunday, it is $1. On weekdays it is 85 cents. 

Senator Munpr. It is a dollar and a half in South Dakota. We 
have a little higher standard of living, maybe. Maybe if they wanted 
to charge that in Detroit for washing the car they could pay you a 
little more. Eighty-five cents isn’t too much to split up. Do you get 
a commission out of the 85 cents ? 
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Mr. Ricuarpson. He guarantees us a flat $25 a week. 

Senator Munpr. I think we will try to get a good group of South 
Dakota farmers up there to improve the standards of living in Detroit. 
Let them pay a little more for washing their car and then they can pay 

ou a little more to come up to the nonunion living standards that we 
loos in South Dakota. It would be good for the workers in Detroit. 

The CuairMAN. The Chair may say that the staff advises me they 
have checked the records of some of these operators and what these 
witnesses are testifying to about their wages is absolutely correct, ac- 
cording to the records of the business. , 

Senator Munpr. I am sure it is. But it is a shocking thing to have 
in the labor capital of the world—this hurts our foreign relations. 
This is really something for the Russians to be reading about overseas. 
It is giving aid and comfort to the Communists to think that we have 
salt-mine conditions like thisin Detroit. I amshocked. 

The CHarrMaANn. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there a question raised around the carwash after 
an investigator came down? Did Mr. Newman come to the carwash ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, he did.» 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he try to find out ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Well, Mr. Newman was kind of worried. He 
wanted to know—he wanted to try to find out what happened, who 
went downtown and reported this. Then he brought out some cards. 
He wanted everybody to sign cards. 

Mr. Kennepy. Tosign cards to belong to the union ? 

Mr. Ricnarpson. To belong to the union, because he had been re- 
ceiving money which he wasn’t supposed to be receiving at that time. 
So everyone else around there, we all joined the union after he come 
around and brought the cards. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had they been deducting the 10 cents? 

Mr. Ricnarpson. Yes, they had. 

Mr. Kennepy. It wasn’t until after the investigator came out—— 

Mr. Ricuarpson. The investigator came around. 

Mr. Kennepy. That you signed the cards ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. That is when we signed cards. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did your working conditions get any better after 
that ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. No, they didn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. And had the union dues gone up ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. They didn’t go up right there then, but they went 
up later. 

Mr. Kennepy. What are your union dues now ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. 15 cents now. 

Mr. Kennepy. Because of all the services Mr. Bufalino’s union was 
performing for you, they increased the union dues 50 percent? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you ever asked to come to a union meeting? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. No, I have never been asked to come to a union 
meeting. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know where the union headquarters are? 

Mr. Ricarpson. I knew where it was at one time, but they moved it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Has Mr. Bufalino or Mr. Hoffa ever come down to 

find out how you were doing ? 
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Mr. Ricnarpson. No one has even been around to see us. 

Mr. Krennepy. Has anyone ever talked to you to find out whether 
you are pleased or have any grievances ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. No, nobody come around to see us, but we see the 
union man maybe once a month. 

Mr. Kennepy. What does he do? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. He comes in, parks his car in front. 

Mr. Kennepy. What kind of a car? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. He has an Oldsmobile. 

Mr. Kennepy. What does he do? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. He gets out of his car, he goes into the office, he 
stays 2 or 3 minutes, and gets right back in his car and drives off. He 
don’t come back to see the workers. 

The CHairman. He comes to pick up the money, I guess. 

Mr. Ricuarpson. I don’t know what he picks up, sir, but he doesn’t 
come back to see us. 

‘The Cuatrman. He doesn’t come to give the workers any attention? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have a uniomsteward ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. We had a steward there once, but we don’t have 
none now. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are generally the conditions in the car wash similar 
to what you have described, what you and Mrs. Anderson have 
described ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, to refresh your recollection, we did 
have some members of the car-wash industry who appeared before 
the committee about a year ago, from different companies, and the 
situation was as described here this morning, and obviously has not 
been improved since our hearings. 

Senator Munpr. Wasn’t it a car-wash employer from Detroit who 
came in and testified about the fact that the union had picketed his 
place and made him unionize the shop and put signs up ? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is correct. Then Mr. Bufalino was startin 
to sue him and he had a difficult time paying his legal bills and al 
of that. He is still going through the same harassment. We are going 
to have some car-wash owners appear before the committee to state 
what happened to them. 

Dukes’ is the place where they count the washers and the blowers? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. The blowers and the brushes. 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever speak to your boss about why they 
count the brushes and the blowers as two men apiece ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. No, I didn’t. But when I came back there to work 
for that place again, I heard that they counted blowers and brushes. 
In talk between the workers there I found out they was using the 
blowers as two men, the brushes as two men, and I said, “What for?” 
They said, “Well, they are doing work, too, so they are supposed to 
get paid.” 

Senator Munpr. Are they machines? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. They are machines. 
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The CuairmMan. Well, that is mechanical. That is what I am trying 
to determine, if it is a mechanical man and not a human being. Is 
that right ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. They are paying a mechanical man for work; is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Ricuarpson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. He gets paid a little better than you do because 
he doesn’t have to pay any dues. 

Mr. Kennepy. Actually, he is getting paid twice as much as you. 
A mechanical man is worth two of you. The mechanical man gets 
the pay of two people and he doesn’t have to deduct his dues. 

Mr. Ricnarpson. That is right, sir; and no social security. 

The Cuarrman. Is there anything further? 

If not, thank you very much. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Dukes. 

The Cuarrman. You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give 
before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Duxes. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF C. D. DUKES 


The CuarrmMan, State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Duxes. My name is C. D. Dukes. I live at 19212 Pelkey, 
Detroit 5, Mich. 

The CuatrrmMan. Do you waive counsel, Mr. Dukes? 

Mr. Duxes. I do. 

The Cuatrman. I don’t believe you stated your business. 

Mr. Dukes. A partner in Tony’s Automatic Car Wash, located at 
13277 Seven Mile Road, Detroit, Mich. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were operating a carwash in 1956? 

Mr. Duxes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the name of that ? 

Mr. Duxes. Two names, Spic and Span Auto Wash, in the spring 
of 1956, and then the name was changed in the spring of 1957 to 
Dukes’ Five-Minute Auto Wash. 

Mr. Kennepy. In the spring of 1956, Mr. Dukes, you were up to 
that time nonunion; is that right? 

Mr. Duxes. I just bought this rack in 1956. I had another rack 
that was union. 

Mr. Kennepy. We are talking about this rack. 

Mr. Duxes. It wasn’t union when I bought it, no. There was a 
contract there. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the name of the rack you owned before? 

Mr, Duxes. Paramount Auto Wash. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that was union ? 

Mr. Duxes. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Local 985? 

Mr. Duxes. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much were you paying your employees there? 

Mr. Duxers. I believe it was $30 a week. 
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Mr. Kennepy. That is for the 7-day week ? 

Mr. Dukes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you bought this nonunion carwash. How 
much were you paying your employees at the nonunion carwash? 

Mr. Duxes. Well, I believe it was $30 a week there, too. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there an attempt to organize you at that time, 
in the spring of 1956 ¢ 

Mr. Dukes. I was approached on it, and I told them this is a new 
rack, I don’t know what is going to happen here. 

Mr. Kennepy. By whom were you approached ? 

Mr. Doxes. I was called. 

Mr. Kennepy. By whom? 

Mr. Dukes. Mr. Bufalino. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he say to you at that time? 

Mr. Duxes. He told me he would see me later. 

Mr. Kennepy. What do you mean see you later ? 

Mr. Dvuxes. That is what he said, “I will see you later.” 

Mr. Kennepy. He called you up? 

Mr. Dukes. I told him to call me back. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he want when he called you on the tele- 

hone ? 
* Mr. Duxes. He wanted to know about the union, how we could work 
there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you mean whether he could sign up your em- 
ployees; is that right ? 

Mr. Dukes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you told him to “call me back” ? 

Mr. Duxes. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he call you back? 

Mr. Douxes. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did he call you back ? 

Mr. Duxes. I don’t know exactly when, but it was maybe later in 
thesummer. And they did sign the men up. 

Mr. Kennepy. When he called you back, what did you say, “I will 
sign up now” ? 

fr. Duxes. I told him to come out when he wants to. My relations 
have been all right with the union. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am sure of that. Why did you tell him to come on 
out, what reason ? 

Mr. Duxes. What reason ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Dukes. Well, I have had some good men—in the other rack, 
Paramount, I have been caught short of help on various occasions, and 
I have been able to call and they would send me men. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have been able to call whom ? 

Mr. Dukes. The union. 

Mr. Kennepy. They have a hiring hall, do they ? 

Mr. Duxes. I don’t know how they get the men. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you need men, you call the union ? 

Mr. Duxes. I have obtained men from the union; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who do you speak to there ? 

Mr. Duxes. Shaw or Newman, asa rule. 

Mr. Kennepy. They send people out to you ? 
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Mr. Duxes. They brought people to me. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you decided it would be helpful to you if you 
joined the union ? 

Mr. Duxes. Well, I think so, yes. You see, Detroit is a union town, 
and I have to deal with those people. 

Mr. Kennepy. You what? 

Mr. Duxes. I deal with union people. They work in factories there, 
you know, and they like the union. 

Senator Munpr. You say Detroit is a union town ? 

Mr. Dukes. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. In a union town and we know what the wage 
scale is of the carwash business. In South Dakota, a nonunion 
town, we pay $1.50 for a carwash, and they get a fine salary and live 
in fine homes. I don’t want them to depress the working conditions 
in South Dakota by imposing Detroit standards on them in the car- 
wash business. 

Mr. Duxes. It would be a bad standard to impose on anybody. 
The town is not in good shape. 

Mr. Kennepy. § you signed the contract; is that right? 

Mr. Dukes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you discuss the wages, hours, or conditions of 
employees with Mr. Bufalino? 

Mr. Douxes. No. On the wages on the contract, I think, was $30 
a week guarantee. The hours are almost set in the wash rack in- 
dustry in Detroit. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did the contract provide? How much were 
you to pay your eee 

Mr. Duxes. Well, I haven’t got that contract with me, and I don’t 
know exactly now. That has been quite a while ago. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, have you had any discussions with any repre- 
sentatives of the union about how much was the pay for the employee? 

Mr. Duxes. Do you mean then? 

Mr. Kennepy. Then or since then. 

Mr. Duxes. The contract I am pretty sure called for a $30 a week 
guarantee. 

Mr. Kennepy. Initially had Mr. Bufalino suggested that you pay 
them $21 a week ? 

Mr. Duxes. No. That was later on. That is another one. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did that come up? 

Mr. Duxes. That is for the summer. In the summer you don’t do 
any business in the wash-rack business. 

r. Kennepy. What did he say then ? 

Mr. Duxes. You have a clause that is called a hardship clause. 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes? 

Mr. Duxes. I don’t believe there is a wash rack in Detroit that can 
break even in the summertime. 

Mr. Kennepy. So what do you do? 

Mr. Dukes. Well, you can get your guarantee lowered. 

ae Kennepy. Who do you call up and get the guarantee low- 
ere Q 

i. Done. Any one of the persons there that you can talk to. 

You can request for the hardship clause. I don’t say you will al- 
ways get it, but you can request it. 
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Mr. Kennepy. That would allow you to pay lower than $30 
week ¢ 

Mr. Duxzs. If it is agreed, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you call Mr. Bufalino? 

Mr. Duxes. We talked. I could see in this rack after I bought it 
that there was going to be no money made in this place in the 
summertime. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you call Mr. Bufalino? 

Mr. Duxes. I have forgotten. I have had about three different 
contracts with those people and they all run together after a while. 
a Kennepy. Did you talk to Mr. Bufalino about the contract 
‘at all’ 

Mr. Doxes. I talked to someone there. Whether I talked to Mr. 
Bufalino or Shaw or Newman, I have forgotten. 

Mr. Kennepy. You say you cannot remember if you talked to Mr. 
Bufalino about lowering 

Mr. Duxss. I talked to someone there. I have forgotten who I 
talked to. 

Mr. Kennepy. You got permission to lower the rate from what, 
$30 to $21 a week? 

Mr. Duxes. I believe so. 

Mr. Kennepy. So then with the agreement of the union you were 
paying your employees $21 a week for the 70-hour week; is that 
right ¢ 

Mr. Dukes. Well, there is some washracks that might run 70 hours 
a week. We don’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. What do you pay? 

Mr. Duxes. We work 68 hours a week. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am sorry to have confused it. 

So you were paying $21 a week for a 68-hour week; is that right? 

Mr. DuxeEs. That was the guarantee, I am pretty sure, yes sir. 


Mr. Kennepy. That was the arrangement that you had with the 
union ¢ 


Mr. Dukes. I think so. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you joined the union or signed up with the 
union, did you discuss it with your employees? 

Mr. Duxes. I think the union discussed it with the employees. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you call the employees in to find out if they 
wanted to join the union ? 

Mr. Doxes. Usually they go out and talk to them. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just answer the question. 

Did you call the employees to find out if they wanted to join the 
union ? 

Mr. Douxes. I didn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know if anyone did? 

Mr. Duxes. They were signed up by the union. 

Mr. Kennepy. How do you know that? 

Mr. Duxes. Well. they signed them. TI know this fellow gave them 
buttons and cards and what have you back then. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you see the cards? 
‘Mr. Duxes. Not then, I don’t believe I did. 

' Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever see the cards? 
Mr. Duxes. I have seen them, yes. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Have you seen the cards by your employees request 
ing that you sign the contract? 

Mr. Duxes. Say that again. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever see the cards by your employees re- 
questing that you sign a contract with the union? 

Mr. Duxes. I have seen the cards on some contracts. I have had 
three or four different contracts with these people. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you signed the contract originally with the 
union 

Mr. Dukes. Originally, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you see the cards at that time? 

Mr. Duxes. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You saw the cards at that time? 

Mr. Duxes. That goes back to 1954; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am talking about 1956 when you bought this new 
auto rack and it was nonunion. Did you see the cards at that time? 

Mr. Duxes. I don’t remember that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. It isa fact that you never saw the cards, isn’t it? 

Mr. Dukes. I don’t remember that time. I have seen their cards, 

es. 
Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever show the contract to the employees? 

Mr. Duxes. All the employees saw it. 

Mr. Kennepy. They saw the contract. What about when an em- 
ployee would leave after a period of a week? Did the new employee 
see the contract ? 

Mr. Duxes. Not necessarily, no. 

Mr. Kennepy. What would happen when somebody new came to 
work there. Did he sign any card? 

Mr. Doxers. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you just deduct—— 

Mr. Dukes. At one time I did, yes. I signed every man as soon as 
he came in. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did that stop? 

Mr. Dukes. That stopped since I have been back in the wash rack 
= this winter. I haven’t had the time. I just haven’t messed 
with it. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did you get out of the car wash business ? 

Mr. Duxes. 1957, the fall, September 14. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did you come back in ? 

Mr. Dukes. August 11, 1958. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you deduct 10 cents, or what is it? Fifteen cents, 
from their salaries? 

Mr. Dukes. It is 15 cents now. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you discuss that with the employees? 

Mr. Dukes. Some of them, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you deduct it from all of them ? 

Mr. Dukes. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. You don’t? You pay it yourself? 

Mr. Dukes. Some of them, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to have you identify this. 

The Cxatrman. I hand you here what purports to be an original 
report. It has the heading, “This report to be attached to dues de- 
duction report,” and it appears to be dated March 14, 1959. I ask 
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you to examine it and state if you identify it and, if you do, to state 
what it is. 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Dukes. Well, my partner did this, I see. 

The Cuatrman. I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Dukes. My partner did this. This is not my writing. 

The CuatrMan. Do you recognize the writing? 

Mr. Duxgs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Whose writing is it? 

Mr. Duxes. Tony Scaramuzzino. 

The Cuatrman. Does he work for you? 

Mr. Duxes. No, sir. He is my partner. 

The Cuarrman. Your partner 

Mr. Duxes. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan, So it is in your partner’s handwriting ? 

Mr. Duxes. Yes, sir, and my partner tells me that this hasn’t been 
paid. Itis overdue. 

The CHarmman. He reported it, but it hasn’t been paid? 

Mr. Duxes. No, it hasn’t been reported. This 1s supposed to be 
mailed in. Now my partner tells me this morning that this hasn’t 
been mailed. 

The Cuarrman. Isthat the form of report you make? 

Mr. Duxes. We make a report similar to this; yes. 

The Cuarrman. That was prepared by your partner ? 

Mr. Dukes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Why wasit not mailed? 

Mr. Duxes. I don’t know. 

The Cuarrman. That may be made exhibit No. 82. 

Document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 82” for reference 
and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

The CuatrmMan. Exhibit 81 will be for reference. There may be 
further testimony about it. 

Does that report show how much was due the union at that time? 

Mr. Duxes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuaimman. How much? 

Mr. Dukes. Forty-two dollars. 

The CuHarrMan. On how many employees? 

Mr. Kennepy. Twenty-one. 

The Cuarrman. Twenty-one employees over what period of time? 
One week ? 

Mr. Duxes. One month. 

The Cuarrman. That is about two dollars an employee? 

Mr. Duxes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do all of these employees know that this money is 
being paid ? 

Mr. Duxes. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Do you mean you have men working for you who 
are in the union and don’t know it # 

Mr. Dukes. They are not in the union maybe. I have men that 
work 1 day and I never see them again. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why do you pay the dime for them ? 
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Mr. Duxes. I pay it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why ? 

Mr. Dukes. I havea contract with the union. 

The CuarrMan. You have to pay it? 

Mr. Duxers. And I pay it. 

Mr. Kennepy. They are either in the union or not in the union. If 
they are in the union, then they pay the 15 cents themselves. 

Mr. Duxes. That is right, and they know it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why do you pay the 15 cents for somebody who is 
not in the union ? 

Mr. Duxes. Well, it is my fault, it is no one else’s. If I wanted to 
take 15 minutes and sign these people up, they would pay their union 
dues and realize it and know it. When you are trying to wash cars, 
in a rotten business like we got in Detroit, you don’t stop 15 minutes 
and sign peopleup. You wash cars. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you are just taking this money out of the treasury 
of the company and paying for these employees; is that right? 

Mr. Duxes. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know that that is illegal under the law? 

Mr. Dukes. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. This money has to be deducted from the employees’ 
salaries, or otherwise it is an unlawful payment. 

Mr. Duxes. I didn’t know it. 

Mr. Kennepy. What does the union do for the employees? 

Mr. Duxes. You will have to ask the employees. 

Mr. Kennspy. Do you know that the union does anything for the 
employees ? 

Mr. Duxes. Not necessarily. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know of anything that the union does for 
the employees ? 

Mr. Duxes. I know they place these people. I think they keep 
them working off the streets. 

Mr. Kennepy. You mean they havea hiring hall? 

Mr. Duxes. I think so, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Other than that, a hiring hall, which is a separate 
operation, other than trying to get them obs, or they can go to some- 
place and get a job, and of course hiring halls themselves have been 
sharply criticized, other than that, does the union do anything for the 
employees that you know of ¢ 

Mr. Duxes. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then why is this $42 paid each month ? 

Mr. Dukes. We have a contract. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you sign the contract ? 

Mr. Dukes. As I said before, I think it is good business. 

Mr. Kennepy. For what reason ? 

Mr. Duxes. I think the people that I do business with that get their 
cars washed, all of them, not all of them, but 90 percent of them, 
belong to a union in Detroit. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you think it is good for you as an operator ? 

Mr. Dukes. Absolutely. 

Mr. Kennepy. And it is good for the union because they get the $42 ¢ 

Mr. Duxes. I don’t think that hurts them any. 
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Mr. Kennepy. So the only group that doesn’t benefit from it are 
the employees, who, after all, are why unions exist. Is that correct? 

Mr. Duxes. It looks that way, doesn’t it ? 

Senator Munor. If this is just an arrangement because it is good 
business for you as an employer, and I can understand that might be 
true, why do you pay 15 cents an employee off for some of your 
employees ? 

Mr. Duxes. Why do I? 

Senator Munpr. Yes. 

Mr. Duxes. Because they are in the union, I signed them up, and 
they work for me steady. I only have four men that work steady, 
Can I talk to you a minute? 

Senator Munpr. Yes. 

Mr. Douxes. You made a comment on $25 a week. Can you imagine 
a man that can get all the labor he wants for $25 a week and can only 
afford to hire four of them ? 

Senator Munpr. I am entirely perplexed about this situation. 

Mr. Duxes. You should own a wash rack. Then you would be real 
perplexed. 

Senator Munpr. I notice in reading over the background about you, 
that at one time you charged $1. 

Mr. Duxes. A dollar and a half we got once in Detroit. It was 
good. Wearenow at 85 cents. 

Senator Munpr. Why isthat? 

Mr. Duxes. There is no money. There is no business. You can 
charge 85 cents and you still wouldn’t wash any cars. 

Senator Munpr. Tell me this, Mr. Dukes: Are your employees 
covered by the minimum wage law ? 

Mr. Duxes. No,sir. It is piecework. 

Senator Munpr. Piecework ? 

Mr. Duxes. Yes, sir. 

: gee Mounpr. Piecework is not covered by the minimum wage 
aw 

Mr. Duxes. Yes, sir. If there is anything that can be done to hel 
the wash rack business, I. would like to see it done, anything at all 
I know the union understands this. It is rough. 

Senator Munpr. Are you sure this qualifies as piecework where 
you guarantee them $25 a week minimum and when they earn a little 
extra from their piecework, you keep it, according to the previous 
witness, because there are some days when you have to pay them 
when they are getting less commissions on amounts to the minimum? 

Mr. Duxes. Here 1s how this works: Very seldom will a man make 
over $25 a week at 35 cents a car. First of all, we will see that he 
doesn’t. I will tell you why, very easily. Let’s say—make it simple, 
let’s say we work 10 men. If I held to 10 men, they will make more. 
But on the day I can wash cars, I throw in 25 men. I have to or I 
wouldn’t wash cars if I don’t. That is why, when you have split 25 
cents 25 ways it doesn’t come to much. 

Senator Munpr. That is not really a guarantee, though, according 
to the lady who testified. She said when it rains she comes down to 
work and nobody gets any cars washed and you send them home. 

Mr. Duxers. And she knows as long as she has worked for me off 
and on, if she works a half day she gets paid for it. She knows that. 
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Senator Munopr. Is-she guaranteed a definite $25 a week minimum, 
rain or shine ? 

Mr. Duxes. Pardon ? 

Senator Munpr. Is she guaranteed a definite $25 a week minimum, 
rain or shine ¢ 

Mr. Duxes. Yes, sir. If she puts her time in there and doesn’t wash 
acar, if she stays there, she gets paid. If she stays there and doesn’t 
wash one car, she gets paid for it. 

Senator Munpr. Let me ask you specifically the way she told us. 
She comes in the morning at 9 o’clock, and sticks around to noon, it 
rainsall morning. Yousend her home, don’t you? 

Mr. Duxes. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Do you pay her for that day ? 

Mr. Duxes. I pay her for half a day. 

Senator Munpr. Suppose it rains all week, if you get a rainy week? 

Mr. Duxes. That happens in this business. We had 5 weeks of ice 
and snow this winter. 

Senator Munpr. Does she get the $25 a week minimum ? 

Mr. Duxes. No, sir. It is according to the time put in. 

Senator Munpr. It isn’t a guarantee, then. 

Mr. Dukes. It is for the time, yes, for the 7 days, yes. If she sits 
there all day——— 

Senator Munpr. Does she get $25 if she sits 7 days? 

Mr. Duxes. If she sits there and doesn’t wash a car all day, yes, 
she gets it. But if she goes home, she doesn’t get it. 

Senator Munpr. Who determines whether she goes home ? 

Mr. Dukes. I have had some of the help come and ask me, are 
we going to stay or do we go home? Sometimes they want to go home. 

Senator Munpr. What if they said, “Boss, I would like to sit 
around here all day. It is raining all day.” 

Mr. Dukes. I have had some leave at 9 o’clock and I still give them 
a half-day. I have never mistreated labor. It is hard to pay them 
what you would like to see them get, but I have never mistreated 
labor. 

Senator Munpr. Would you take a little time out and list for the 
benefit of the committee the benefit to the employees in the wash 
rack business that accrue to them because they belong to this union? 

Mr. Dukes. I didn’t hear you. 

Senator Munpr. Would you just take time out, and take all the 
time you need, and list for the benefit of this committee the benefits 
that flow to the employees in the wash rack business because they 
belong to this union. 

Just one, two, three, four. List them down the line. 

Mr. Duxers. Other than placement in jobs and seeing that they 
can work, I couldn’t list any for you. 

Senator Munpr. In other words, the only one that you know of 
is that they have a hiring hall and provide them with an opportunity 
to go to work. That is the benefit which comes to the employee and 
it also goes to the employer, because you have some central place 
that you can call and get help. 

Mr. Dukes. You see, the union is pretty close to the wash rack 
business. They understand it. Most people that I have talked to 
don’t understand it. It is something you got to understand. They 
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understand this, they know what position the wash rack owners are 
in. 
Senator Munpr. I don’t doubt that. But you have listed one 
benefit. Go ahead and list the rest of them. 

Mr. Duxers. Well, they couldn’t demand any more from me. They 
couldn’t give them another benefit. I would close the doors. r 

Senator Munpr. You list the benefits they don’t have. List the 
ones they do have. Just the hiring hall, that would be your honest 
testimony, that as far as you know, the one benefit that goes to a 
union member in the wash rack business is he has a chance to be as- 
signed to a job through the hiring hall of the union. 

Mr. Dukes. That is right. 

Senator Munpr. As far as you know, that is it? 

Mr. Duxes. As far as I know. 

Senator Munpr. What percentage of your help do you get from the 
hiring hall ? 

Mr. Duxes. What percentage? I couldn’t give it to you in per- 
centage, but when I am short a man and need one, I can call and 
get one. 

Senator Munpr. What he gets is just a temporary job, he doesn’t 
get a permanent job? 

Mr. Duxes. No. I don’t want a permanent man. 

Senator Munpr. So they have to put an asterisk around that bene- 
fit. He has the benefit of being assigned to a job because he is a 
union member, and the union hall assigns him to a job, asterisk— 
footnote: Temporarily, part time. 

Mr. Dukes. Every laborer I have had in the wash rack is tem- 
porary. 

Senator Munpr. You say you have four, who have stuck by you 
through thick and thin. 

Mr. Duxes. I have four men that are on solid with me. You 
heard the testimony of how many wash racks they work at. They 
come and go. Maybe they will work for me 3 months, maybe 2 
weeks, maybe 1 week, maybe 1 day. They come and go. There is 
nothing I can do about it. 

Senator Munpr. How do you explain the fact that one of these 
nonunion wash racks is able to pay their employees more than you? 
Do they make it up by washing cars? 

Mr. Duxes. Yes, sir. Some suburban towns around Detroit have 
$1.75 for washing the cars. If you are in a good neighborhood and 
people are making good money, they will spend it. 
fe Munopr. Most of your customers, you say, are union mem- 

rs? 

Mr. Duxes. We are in the location of Chrysler Corp., and if you 
know, Chrysler hasn’t had things too good. They were laid off quite a 
bit. Most of the people who do come to our rack work for Chrysler. 
Now I understand they are going to move Plymouth out of Detroit, 
so it will get worse. 

Senator Munpr. I understand that most of your customers who 
bring cars to your shop are union men; is that right ? 

Mr. Duxes. That is right. 

Senator Munpr. Is that the reason you thought it good business 
to belong to a union ? 
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Mr. Dukes. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Do union men in Detroit object to paying union 
wages to the people with whom they do business 

Mr. Duxes. I don’t hear you too well. 

Senator Munpr. Do union men in Detroit generally object to pay- 
ing union wages to people with whom they do business? 

r. Duxes. No, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Why do they want to hammer down this price, 
then, at $25 a week, 85 cents a car, which is tough on you and tough 
on the men? 

Mr. Duxes. It is tough on everybody. 

Senator Munpr. Why do these union members, whom I understand 
want to raise wages insist, when they take their cars to be washed, 
they want it done at a sweatshop ? 

Mr. Duxes. It is a funny thing about a human, but everyone I 
know will save a dime when they can. 

Senator Munpr. At least, that is your thought ? 

Mr. Duxes. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. They don’t come in and ask you if you are union or 
nonunion. 

Mr. Duxers. No, sir. If I wash a car cheap enough, they don’t give 
a dam. 

Mr. Kennepy. They don’t ask whether you are union or not? 

Mr. Duxes. No; but I have the sign out front and it looks good. 

Senator Munpr. If you put a sign up saying, “We are not a union 
shop, we can wash your cars for 75 cents,” you would be busier than 
you are now? 

Mr. Dukes. You might be. 

Mr. Kennepy. Let me ask you about the fact that you get your 
employees from the union. Do you say you get all your employees 
from the union? 

Mr. Duxes. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What percentage do you get from the union? Isn’t 
it a fact that you have an arrangement with the welfare department ? 

Mr. Duxes. They send us men. 

Mr. Kennepy. You talk to them daily and they send you anybody 
you need ? 

Mr. Duxes. They send them when they can. 

Mr. Kennepy. They send anybody you need ? 

Mr. Duxes. Not all the time; no, sir. We also have men sent to 
us from Michigan unemployment. But there is a lot of mornings 
when they send no men. 

i RawNepT. Certainly that is not your sole source on this, the 
union 

Mr. Dukes. No, sir; that is not the sole source. 

Mr. Krennepy. And the union was formed, supposedly, for the 
benefit of the employee, and here the employees are receiving no 
benefit. The employer is receiving some benefit, and the union is 
receiving the money. 

Mr. Duxes. I am certain that the union’s hands are tied that they 
couldn’t get any more for these men. 

Mr. Kennepy. You say the union officials understand you and 
your work so closely. It is a collusive arrangement if a ever saw one. 
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Mr. Duxes. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you have people working in this day and 
age for 70 hours a week, working 70 hours a week and making $25 
a week, it is the most disgraceful situation I ever heard of. 

Mr. Duxes. You are right. You are right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the fact that the union is extracting 10 cents 
per employee, and you pay it or the employee pays it, it is per- 
petuating this system and 

Mr. Duxes. If you knew my investment and what I make, it is 
even worse than that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then why pay the 10 cents to the union which js 
not getting any benefits for the employees? 

Mr. Duxes. Well, I think they will benefit the employees some 
day. This is the thing that is going to have to be straightened out 
somehow. We have 300 wash racks in Detroit. I would say 190 
of them are in bad shape. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then why pay the money to the union that is not 
causing any benefits for the employee? 

Mr. Duxes. I am certain the union is going to get this thing on 
a higher plane some day. It has got to be. 

Senator Munpr. Do you have a State minimum wage law in 
Michigan ? 

Mr. Duxers. Pardon? 

Senator Munpr. Do you have a State minimum wage law in 
Michigan ? 

Mr. Duxrs. I think so. 

Senator Munpr. Does it also have a waiver on piecework ? 

Mr. Duxes. It doesn’t apply to wash racks. 

Senator Munpr. What kind of law is that? Do you have a State 
minimum wage law that says wash racks are exempted ? 

Mr. Duxes. I don’t know. I am no authority on those laws. 

Senator Munpr. We all kind of look to Detroit and Michigan. 
This is labor headquarters, where all the international big shots come 
from with the big salaries, Cadillac cars, political efforts and propa- 
ganda and all of that. 

That is fine, but I want to explore what happens when they are 
in control or in charge. I would assume that the State of Michigan 
would have a reasonably good minimum wage law, and that they 
would present sort of a pilot demonstration to get others to adopt. 

I know some of their representatives were here a week or so ago 
trying to recommend Federal legislation for the States. I recog- 
nize minimum wages are important, but I can’t understand a law 
that would be passed in Michigan that would not include wash racks, 
as intrastate business. Are you exempt because you are engaged in 
piecework? That could be. 

Mr. Duxrs. I know nothing about that. I think if you will talk 
to Mr. Williams, he will be more interesting than me about the law 
on that. Every wash rack in town, I am certain, pays about like we 
do. 

Senator Munpr. If the Governor of Michigan knows about these 
sweatshop conditions in Detroit, if he knows about them, I think 
he should be interested. 

Mr. Duxes. I am interested. 
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Senator Munpr. It is something that is right at home. He doesn’t 
have to come to Washington to solve this one. This is something 
that you never solve by bringing down 5,000 men and having a great 
big whoop-dee-doo. ‘This is something that ought to be done with 
hard work in the union field, no politics, no prominence, no head- 
lines. Just the old hard job of trying to get better working condi- 
tions for the men and women who labor. This at least should be 
part of the functions of a labor union. 

You said it happened, where people come and work under those 
conditions. You say it 1s deplorable. I can’t see how they live and 
support a family under it. It is going on under the noses of the very 
most important labor people in this country. 

I asked if you had a State law to do something about it, and you 
said yes, but it doesn’t include the wash racks. 

Mr. Duxes. It suits me. I would like to do anything to help them. 

Senator Munpr. You are not very happy, are you, with people 
working for you who are virtually starving to death? 

Mr. Duxes. No,sir; 1am not. 

Senator Munpr. I wouldn’t think so. It seems if you could work 
out an arrangement to charge the men $1 or $1.25, or high South 
Dakota Samtneths of $1.50, you could raise them in their wages. 
You wouldn’t have all of this temporary help. 

Mr. Duxes. That is right. I work maybe 200 people a year. 
That is the kind of turnover it is. It is horrible to have a turnover 
like that. It is awfully bad. I would like to open up and know I 
have so many man and will do so much business. 

The CuarrMAN. Do you think you would get permanent employees 
if you paid decent wages? 

Mr. Duxes. I think maybe someday it will come to that, where 
aman can depend on something. 

Senator Munpr. Why doesn’t the union work for them? Why 
don’t they try to get the wages up, get the prices up, so that the 
thing is in balance, and give these poor people in Michigan the right 
to enjoy standards of living like they do in other parts of the country ? 

Mr. Duxes. Well, we tried our own. We cut prices to 85 cents to 
see if that would help it. It hasn’t. Iam at my rope’send. I don’t 
know what else to do with it. 

Senator Munpr. What were you paying your employees when you 
were getting $1.50 per car wash ? 

Mr. Duxes. I have seen my men make as high as $18 a day. 

Senator Munpr. You have seen them ? 

Mr. Duxes. I have seen that; yes. Back in 1955 business was good. 

Senator Munpr. The same people who are now making $25 for 
70 hours a week. 

Mr. Krennepy. It has been testified that they were making the same 
in 1955. 

Mr. Duxes. We got $1.50 for a wash then. I even had a system 
where I paid all my regular help a penny a car bonus. If we washed 
300 cars, he made what was his regular salary plus a penny a car extra. 
But we washed cars. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why have things gone to pot then? 

Mr. Dukes. Youare asking me that ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Iam asking youthat. You are the witness. 
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Mr. Duxes. You just lost yourself a witness. I wish I was wrong, 
You are asking me and they brought 5,000 people down here. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, they didn’t seem to get anything done as far 
as helping the people in Detroit are concerned. 

Mr. Duxgs. I wish I knew what was wrong. I don’t know. 

The Cuatrman. Is there anything further ? 

Mr. Kennepy. When the car washers receive tips, do you set that 
aside for them ? 

Mr. Duxes. No, sir; we kept it. 

Mr. Kennepy. You keep the car washers’ tips? 

Mr. Duxers. Yes,sir. Do you want to know why ? 

Senator Munopr. It is the same way in the hat-check business, If 
you give a tip to a hat-check girl, the boss keeps it. I am a little 
curious when a man is working at as low wages as these people are that 
you keep the tips. I would like to know why. 

Mr. Duxers. We pay for their coveralls. We lose money on that, 
too, but it helps. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you mean what they have to wear to work? 

Mr. Duxes. What they wear while they work, to protect their 
clothes; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You feel, therefore, you are entitled to the tips? 

Mr. Duxes. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you are paying these people $25 a week? 

Mr. Duxes. That is right. You may not know it, but $25 a week is 
a lot of money for an operator to guarantee these people. That sounds 
funny to you, but it is not funny. 

Mr. Kenwepy. Not funny. I think it is tragic. Have you dis- 
cussed this with Mr. Bufalino ¢ 

Mr. Douxes. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you discussed the fact of these situations at all 
with Mr. Bufalino ? 

Mr. Dukes. He knows it, I imagine. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you discussed it with him? 

Mr. Duxes. The conditions in Detroit ? 

Mr. Kennepy. The conditions in the car wash. 

Mr. Duxes. Not with Bufalino himself, no. I never saw the man 
in my life. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you talked to him on the telephone? 

Mr. Duxes. Not lately. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you talked to him occasionally on the tele- 
phone ? 

Mr. Dukes. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you talked to him on the telephone at all? 

Mr. Dukes. Yes, sir; once or twice in my life a long time ago. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about the other union officials ? 

Mr. Dukes. I talk to Newman, Shaw and Mr. Welsh often. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have they told you that you should raise the wages 
of the employees ? 

Mr. Duxes. They know I can’t raise the wages. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then why dothey take the money ? 

Mr. Dukes. The dues? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Dukes. They have acharter, I understand. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Why do they take the ae if they can’t do any 
1e $42 a month? 
Mr. Duxes. Why does any union take dues? 
Mr. Kennepy. Because they are going: to help the employees, sup- 
dly, and if they can’t help the employees and somebody is making 

a day, they don’t take 15 cents from their wages. They don’t do 
that. 
That is all, Mr. Chairman. 
The CuarrMan. Isthere anything further? 
The committee will stand in recess until 2 o’clock this afternoon. 
(Members of the select committee present at time of recess: Senators 
McClellan and Mundt.) 

(Whereupon, at 12:40 p.m., the select committee recessed, to recon- 
vene at 2 p.m. the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


(The select committee reconvened at 2 p.m., Senator John L. Mc- 
Clellan (chairman) presiding.) 

The Cuarrman. The committee will come to order. 

(Members of the select committee present at time of convening: 
Senators McClellan and Capehart. ) 

The Cuarrman. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Scaramuzzino. 

The CuarrmMan. Be sworn, please. 

You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF TONY SCARAMUZZINO 


The CuarrMAN. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr, Scaramuzzino. Tony Scaramuzzino, 12825 Jane Street, De- 
troit 5, Michigan. 

The CuarrmMan. What is your business or occupation, please? 

Mr. ScaraMvuzzino. I am a partnership in Tony’s Automatic Car 
Wash. 

Mr. Kennepy. You spell your name S-c-a-r-a-m-u-z-z-i-n-o; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are a partner of Mr. Dukes? 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. Of Mr. Dukes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Evidently, from the testimony this morning, you 
were the one that prepared this list ? 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are familiar with it, are you not? 

The Cuatrman. This list refers to exhibit 81. I am identifying 
it for the record. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did any of these individuals that you had listed 
here—were they aware of the fact that they were in the union? 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. Two or three of them might have been; yes. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Two or three out of the 21? 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. For all the others, you just paid the money? 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. I paid for it myself, 

Mr. Kennepy. On the side, on deductions, you have 20 days for 
one man, 20 days, $3; 10 days, $1.50. Did you know that to be a fact 
that that is how long they worked ? 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. Not exactly. I just used that figure. That 
is about the average days they come in for the month. 

Mr. Kennepy. So it was just a rough summary by you; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. There were no exact records kept ? 

Mr. Scaramuzzr1no. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. You just felt you had to make a payment of so 
much each month to the union ? 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. I knew I had to make a payment. I had the 
dues there and had the slips and I was supposed to get them filled 
out and it was through my own fault that I did not do it. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you just had the amounts 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. That has not been paid yet or accepted by the 
local union. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is just the procedure that you followed in the 

ast ? 
: Mr. Scaramuzztno. Yes. The last time I done that, they sent it 
back to me. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have done it when they did not send it back to 
you, have you not ? 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. When they did not sent it back to me, it was 
all right. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you followed the same procedure? 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. Yes. If I could get away with it, it was in 
there. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was necessary was that you pay the same 
amount each month ? 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you tried to put the names in to come out 
correctly ; is that right ? 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Actually, what it amounted to, really, was just a 
shakedown of you, was it not ? 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. What else is it? Is it a collusive arrangement be- 
tween you and the union ? 

Mr. ScarAMuzzino. No, it is not. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is it? 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. Union dues that should be paid by the em- 
ployees. i 

Mr. Kennepy. But the employees don’t even know they are in the 
union. 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. The union told me how to go about it, how to 
make these guys fill out the slips and everything. The fact it wasn’t 
done was my fault, not the union’s fault. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Why do you recognize the union ? 

Mr. ScaramMuzzino. Why do I recognize the union? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. If the employees don’t want the union or 
recognize the union, why do you want the union ? 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. Because as far as I am concerned, it is a good 
thing. 

Mr. Kennepy. For the employer? 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. For the employer and the employees. 

Mr. Kennepy. How is it good for the employees? 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. They benefit by being able to get jobs through 
the union hiring hall. : 

Mr. Kennepy. But you go to the welfare department. 

Mr. ScarAmMuzzino. Yes, but we have more than one medium to get 
help from. 

Mr. Kennepy. But they can go to the welfare department and get 
the job. Do you contribute to the welfare department ? : 

Mr. Scaramuzzino. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. You should be contributing money to the welfare 
department, then. 

Mr. ScaramMuzzino. We contribute to the welfare department in 
this sense : that we take those people on relief and put them to work. 
Consequently, the welfare don’t have to pay these people relief. 
The more people we hire from the welfare, the less the welfare has 
to pay these people. 

Mr. Kennepy. Other than running a hiring hall, which is ques- 
tionable, the employees do not benefit from this procedure? 

Mr. ScaramMuzzino. I don’t know. I am not feanitien with the 
union benefits. 

Mr. Kennepy. You said it was for the benefits of the employees, 
Do you know of any other benefit to the employees? 

r. ScaRAMUzZINO. No, because I am not acquainted with that 
part of the union business. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you do not know of any benefit to employees? 

Mr. ScaraMvuzzino. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMAn. Are there any questions ? 

If not, call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Eugene Lazewski. 

The Coarrman. Be sworn. 

You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Tesasivaate I do. 


TESTIMONY OF EUGENE LAZEWSKI 


The CuairmMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Lazewski. Eugene J. Lazewski, 8038 Orien, Detroit, Mich. 

The Cuarrman. What is your business or occupation ? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. I am in the auto wash business, and an auto wash 
2 aia 


e CHarrMAN. Do you waive counsel ? 
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Mr. Lazewskx1. Yes, I do. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. You spell your name L-a-z-e-w-s-k-i; is that right? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are the owner of the Hack-Wax Auto Wash? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. 14440 East Seven Mile Road; isthat right? 

Mr. Lazewskr. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1952 you owned the Clean Car Wash in Ham- 
tramck ? 

Mr. Lazewski. In Hamtramck, Mich. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you opened your present business in 1954? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Up to 1956 your place was nonunion; is that correct? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. About July 1956, Messrs. Welsh and Newman, repre- 
senting local 985, came by to see you; is that right? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. They told you they had a majority of your employees 
signed up? 

Mr. Lazewsxi. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And asked for a union contract ? 

Mr. Lazewskx1. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ask about seeing the cards? 

Mr. Lazewskt. I didn’t think at the time Mr. Welsh and Mr. New- 
man were in my place of business they had a majority representation 
of our employees and, therefore, we doubted them at this time. We 
didn’t want to discuss it any further and I told them we didn’t recog- 
nize them as bargaining agents or as the union and we asked them to 
leave our premises. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened next? 


Mr. Lazewsx1. After that, we had received several phone calls ask-. 


ing us to meet with the unions for bargaining, which we did not 
comply with. After that, we received several registered letters request- 
ing us for meetings with the union. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you sought legal counsel; is that right? 

Mr. Lazewsxi. After we were receiving several letters, I felt that 
at this time we needed legal counsel, which we got, and we petitioned 
for an appearance before the State mediation board. We felt that if 
our employees wanted a union at this time and if local 985 had the 
majority of our men signed up, we would agree with a contract with 
them. 

We appeared for several sessions with the State mediation board at 
this time, seeking or wanting to see proof from the union showing us 
that they did have a majority of our help signed up, which they 
couldn’t prove at any of these meetings. So we were getting post- 
ponements week after week. 

Finally, Mr. Bufalino stated that if we couldn’t get anything 
accomplished at these mediation boards, that our place would be 
eventually blackmail picketed. 

The Cuatrman. Would be what? 

Mr. Lazewskx1. Blackmail picketed. 

Mr. Kennepy. He didn’t say blackmail picketed, did he? 
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Mr. Lazewskt. No, not that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just say what he said. 

Mr. Lazewsk1. He said our place would be subject to picketing. 

The CuHarrMan. How did you interpret it to be hiachenail picket- 
ing? Because he didn’t have a majority of your employees and, 
therefore, he was picketing you to compel you to place them in the 
union whether they wanted to be or not ? 

Mr. Lazewskr. Yes. 

The CuHarrman. Or compel you to recognize the union without 
them having the majority of your employees ? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes. I felt that at that time. 

The CuatrMan. Is that the sense of the term in which you use 
the words “blackmail picketing” ? 

Mr. Lazewski. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. All right; proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. In August 1956, the picketing started; is that right? 

Mr. Lazewski. Yes, it did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did any of your employees picket ? 

Mr. Laznwski. No. All of our employees were working. None 
of them were out on a picket line. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you try to get a temporary injunction ? 

Mr. Lazewskt. Yes, we did. At this time, we felt that we needed 
a temporary injunction restraining the pickets, and to further nego- 
tiations with the union. So we went to circuit court and made an 
appeal there, and we got another postponement. 

In the meantime, the pickets were in front of our place of busi- 
ness. Gradually we were losing revenue by not being able to do 
the work. Eventually, we tried to go to the Supreme Court, which 
we did, and couldn’t get a decision there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why not? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Well, it was during the summer months and most 
of the judges were on vacation. I think our legal counsel managed 
to talk to one of the judges. He refused to order an injunction 
on the grounds that the petition had not been acted on by the lower 
courts. 

The Cuatrman. Let me ask you this: Prior to the time that the 
union contacted you and undertook to enter into negotiations, had 
any of your employees ever discussed with you the prospects or 
their desire for a union? 

Mr. Lazewsxt. No, they didn’t. 

The Cuarrman. I am talking about prior to the time the union 
contacted you, or its representatives contacted you in any way about 
becoming a union plant, had any of your employees discussed it 
with you and said, “We want a union. We want to belong to a 
union. We want somebody to represent us in bargaining matters.” 

Mr. Lazewskt. No, sir, Senator; they never did. 

The Cuairman. All right. Up to the time of the picketing, when 
your place was picketed by the union, had any of your employees, 
up to that time, requested that you recognize a union as their bar- 
gaining agent, or told you that they wanted a union? 

Mr. Casvens. No, sir; they didn’t. 

The CuHarrman. What I am trying to determine is whether this 
was all a voluntary action on the part of union officials or their 
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representatives, and not something that emanated from the think. 
ing and will of the men themselves. In other words, who initiated 
it? Did they have the men signed up? Did they have their cop- 
sent, your employees, in order to contact you about recognizing them 
as the bargaining agent ? 

Mr. Lazewsxt. No, I don’t think they had the majority of the 
employees signed up or any of them. I think it was a voluntary 
art 
; The Cuarrman. You used the term “blackmail” or “shakedown” 
picketing, whatever you want to term it. What I am trying to de. 
termine is whether they had any basis for that, any authority as 
representatives of your men, your employees, to take that means, 
that economic force against you, in order to compel you to put your 
men in the union. In other words, if they did it without any av- 
thority of the men in your employ. 

Mr. Lazewskt. Yes, I think they did. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You tried to get some alleviation of the problem 
in the courts and were unable to do so, and your business was suffer- 
ing. Was the union also contacting your customers and telling them 
not to use your car wash ? 

Mr. Lazewsxr. Well, our operation was a little different from the 
average auto wash in the city due to the fact that we had an 
added line outside of car washing. We were in the auto recondi- 
tioning, and we felt that all during the time of picketing, while 
the income would be dropping from customers not patronizing our 
place of business, we would still be able to maintain our payrolls 
and our upkeep by doing the auto reconditioning. 

We were getting this work on new and used cars from auto 
dealers around the city. This was sort of a challenge for the organ- 
izing local at this time, because we were probably the first one 
of its kind that they had encountered this experience with. 

Therefore, after a period of days, they found where we were get- 
ting this work. They would call the dealers and tell them that 
Hack-Wax was having trouble with the Teamsters, and they would 
appreciate it if the dealers would give them the cooperation by not 
sending the work to us. 

Gradually, after this was done, even that revenue was dropping off. 
We wasn’t able to get as many cars in as we were usually getting 
over a period of a week. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you finally decided that you better sign up; 
is that right ? 

Mr. Lazewsxr. Yes. Finally, after seeing that we were unable 
to receive court action, and gradually the pickets were there, we 
decided that we would sign a contract. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who did you sign the contract with ? 

Mr. Lazewsxr. Well, I signed it with local 985. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you discuss it with any official of 985? 

Mr. Lazewsxt. Yes. I discussed it with Mr. Bufalino. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you relate to the committee what arrange- 
ments you made with him? 

Mr. Lazewsx1. Well, there were different types of contracts. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he give you a choice of contracts ? 
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Mr. Lazewski. Yes, hedid. There were different contracts. I had 
three to look at at atime. We finally agreed on one. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did this improve the wages, hours or conditions of 
your employees, the contract ? 

” Mr. Lazewsx1. No, I don’t think it did. 

Mr. Kennepy. As a matter of fact, they were doing less well under 
the contract than they had been doing previously; is that right ? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Bufalino say to you that he had to make 
it appear that they were getting an increase in wages ? 

Mr. Lazewsxi. Yes, he did. He said that we would have to give 
the men more money because, after all, “We have picketed your place 
for a number of weeks. After signing a contract, we would have to 
make it look like we did get an increase of money for your men.” 

Mr. Kennepy. So how was that arranged ? 

Mr. Lazewsxt. Well, the only way it was is that there was just 
an increase in productivity ; that is all. 

Mr. Kennepy. Instead of, for instance, where you had the classi- 
fication called the buffer ; is that right ? 

Mr. Lazewsxr. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had been paying them how much ? 

Mr. Lazewsxi. Well, before the union came in, I was paying a 
buffer, for example, which was one of the classifications in our depart- 
ment, $45 a week guaranteed. 

The CuarrMan. $45? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. For how many cars? 

Mr. Lazewskxtr. That was for 65 cars a week. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much were you paying after the union came in ? 

Mr. Lazewsx1. After the union came in, we raised his guarantee 
$5, so we were paying him $50 a week then, but it meant also that 
he would have to do 10 additional cars. So we raised the production 
10 cars a week. 

Mr. Kennepy. So he would get $50 for 75 cars cars; is that right? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Under your old system, if he did 75 cars how much 
would he have gotten paid ? 

Mr. Lazewskt. He would have gotten paid $51. 

The CHatrman. He lost a dollar. 

Mr. Kennepy. So this, as a matter of fact, went down a dollar. 

Mr. Lazewsxt. It went down a dollar, actually. 

Mr. Kennepy. But it appeared to the employees, did it not, that 
they were getting an increase in wages? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about No. 2 buffer? 

Mr. Lazewski. Well prior to unionism, his rate of pay was a guar- 
antee of $35 a week. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was 65 cars? 

Mr. Lazewski. That was on 65 cars? 

Mr. Kennepy. How much was it afterwards? 

Mr. Lazewski. That remained the same. 

Mr. Kennepy. But did he have to do 75 cars then ? 

Mr. Lazewskt. Yes. 








17556 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


Mr. Kennepy. So that was down ? 

Mr, Lazewsx1. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. So he was getting $35 by you for doing 65 cars, and 
after the union came in he had to do 75 cars to get $35 ? 

Mr. Lazewskx1. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about the chrome man. He was getting how 
much ? 

Mr. Lazewski. Well, he was getting $27 a week guaranteed. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much under the union ? 

Mr. Lazewskti. His pay remained the same. 

Mr. Kennepy. So he was getting $27 for 65 cars before, and now 
he is getting $27 and he has to do 75 cars? 

Mr. Lazewsx1. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about the wheels and trunk ? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. The wheel and trunk, they were getting $21 a week 
guaranteed, and when the union came in that went up $4. He is 
now getting $25. 

Mr. Kennepy. But for 75.cars? 

Mr. Lazewsx1. And that-was for 75; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What if he did 75 cars under the former system, if 
he did 10cars?) How much would be get for that ? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. He would have gotten an additional $3. 

Mr. Kennepy. So that would have — brought him up to $24. So 
actually, for the wheels and trunk man, the union brought an increase 
of $1? 

Mr. Lazewsx1. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. How much of that did the union get back in dues? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Ten cents a day for every man working there. 

The Cuarrman. So they got 60 or 70 cents a week of it back for that 
one man? 

Mr. Lazewskt. Yes. 

The CHatmmMan. So he got an increase, then, of 30 or 40 cents a 
week, in that particular category or classification, wheels and—what 
did you call it ? 

Mr. Kennepy. The wheels and trunk men. 

The Cuatrman. Actually, if they got a dollar increase in wages, 
that is what it amounted to—is that correct ? 

Mr. Lazewskx1. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. The union got back 60 or 70 cents, whichever it was, 
60 cents of that in dues ? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. So the union got them 40 cents a week benefit in 
that category ; is that right ? 

Mr. Lazewskt. Yes, it is. 

The Cuarrman. Whereas, some of the others lost a dollar a week; 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Lazewskt. Yes, it was. 

The Cuarrman. Some of the others got their work increased, by the 
number of cars. In fact, they all got that, didn’t they ? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes, they did. 

The CuarrMan. They had to work harder ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Actually, the dues now are what ? 

Mr. Lazewskt. They have just been raised a nickel a day. They 
are 15 cents a day now. : 
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Mr. Kennepy. So actually the men are now losing. This group is 
losing money, also, the wheels and trunk men. 

The CuarMan. They make 10 cents a week extra, don’t they ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Iam sorry. You are right. Ten cents a week. 

The CuatrrMan. They are making 10 cents a week extra now. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then the windows and interior men were making $25 
before for 65 cars; is that right ? 

Mr. Lazewskt. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then it was $27 for 75 cars ¢ 

Mr. Lazewski. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that actually amounted to being down also; is 
that right? 

Mr. Lazewskr. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the detailer No. 1, in the waxing department, 
was making $25 before ? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much was he making under the union con- 
tract ? 

Mr. Lazewskt. He was making $25 also. 

Mr. Kennepy. But for 75 cars? 

Mr. Lazewski. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. So that was down? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. That was down. 

Mr. Kennepy. And detailer No. 2, thesame situation ? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. $25 and that wasdown. Waxer No. 1, $27? 

Mr. Lazewski. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that was down because it was down for 75 cars ? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Waxer No. 2 had the same situation ? 

Mr. Lazewski. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the inspector, $35, remained the same, is that 
right ? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. So out of the various classifications—there are 10 
classifications—one remained the same, one was an increase of a dime, 
and the others were all down ? 

Mr. Lazewskt. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. So the vast majority of the employees lost out on that, 
isthat right ? 

Mr. Lazewskt. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. No one benefited from this except the union and 
the employer; isn’t that correct? You bepefited by getting rid of the 
strike, the picketing ? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, you got to continue in business 
without business being taken away from you by entering into this 
agreement withthe union. That is correct ? 

Mr. Lazewski. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. But the men really got nothing out of it and some 
of them got less ? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And they all got more work, isn’t that correct ? 
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Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. They all got more work and less pay. That is, the 
men who did the work, who had to be placed in the union. Did they 
go in there with their consent ? 

Mr. Lazewsx1. I don’t know if they did go in there with their 
consent or not. It just eventually happened we signed a contract. 

The Cuarrman. They didn’t consent to you, did they ? 

Mr. Lazewski. They didn’t consent to me; no. 

The Cuarrman. You just put them in? 

Mr. Lazewsx1. Right. 

Senator Carrnart. How many employees did you have? 

Mr. Lazewsxr. At that time I think we had about 30. 

Senator Carenart. Thirty employees? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes. 

Senator CapeHart. What were the union dues per month? 

Mr. Kennepy. It was 10 cents per day. 

Mr. Lazewsx1. If all of them worked the proper amount of time, 
I don’t remember exactly, it was probably $75 per month. 

Senator Carenart. $75a month? Per employee? 

Mr. Lazewsxt. No; for all of them. 

Senator Carenart. The whole fight, then, and the whole argument, 
was over $75 a month ? 

Mr. Lazewsx1. Probably ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Also, you had in the car wash division the front 
line foremen making $40 a week ? 

Mr. Lazewsxi. Yes. I had two line foremen. They worked up 
inthe front. They were making $40 a week at the time. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much are they making under the union scale? 

Mr. Lazewsxt. Well, if we had to abide by the union contract, it 
meant that we would have to pay them $120 a month minimum, which 
meant that it would be less than what they were making. 

Mr. Kennepy. That amounts to about $30 a week. 

Mr. Lazewsk1. About $30 a week. 

Mr. Kennepy. So they lost $10 a week. 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Well, we still continued—— 

Mr. Kennepy. I know you did, but under the union scale, if you 
wanted to conform to the union seale, you could have paid them $10 a 
week less? 

Mr. Lazewsxt. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And in addition to that, they had to work 24 days 
out of 30, did they not ? 

Mr. Lazewski. Right; they had to work 24 days out of 30 every 
month. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is 6 daysa week ? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is in order to collect even $120 ? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. If they didn’t work that amount of time, then they 
weren't even entitled to the $120 for the month ? 

Mr. Lazewsk1. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is under the contract ? 

Mr. Lazewsx1. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. The front line foreman was $30. You had been pay- 
ing him $30? 





tt to te 


tha’ 
ame 


a 


\ 
end 
\ 
cou 


day 


bo bee 


of 


Ww 





IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 17559 


Mr. Lazewskr. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. That remained the same? 

Mr. Lazewskt. Yes; that remained the same. 

Mr. Kennepy. Except, once again, the provision in the contract 
that he had to work 6 days a week for 4 weeks in order to collect that 
amount ? 

Mr. Lazewskt. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And which was very, very difficult. Then the back 
end foreman, $35. What happened to that ? 

Mr. Lazewsxt. Well, his pay remained the same, but actually we 
could have paid him less. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the car washers received a guarantee of $3 a 
day ! 

Mr. Lazewsxt. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Again, that amounted to less because they had to 
work the 24 days; is that right ? 

Mr. Lazewskt. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Otherwise, they wouldn’t collect that. 

Did some of your men tell you that they didn’t want to belong to 
the union ¢ 

Mr. Lazewsx1. Yes. I heard the conversations several times on 
the premises of the building that they didn’t want to belong to the 
union, but I guess they had no choice. They automatically became 
members. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you deduct the 15 cents from their wages ? 

Mr. Lazewskr. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. A new employee that comes to work for you, is he 
ever notified he is in the union ? 

Mr. Lazewsxkr. No; I never notify them. A new man, whenever 
he starts working, we automatically start deducting the union dues, 
whether he works for us 1 day, 2, or 30 out of the month. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know if anybody ever comes around and 
talks to the employees ? 

Mr. Lazewskr. Do you mean from the union? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Lazewskt. We have periodical visits, probably one a month, 
from the agents of the local. 

Mr. Kennepy. So they are familiar with the fact of what is going 
on in the shop ? 

Mr. Lazewsxt. Yes; they are. 

The Cuarrman. Do they come around just to collect their dues? 

Mr. Lazewsx1. No. We mail the dues in automatically monthly or 
quarterly. But they never ask us for them right then and there 
directly. 

Mr. Kennepy. You just try to send in a certain amount each 
month ; is that right, and they make the names up # 

Mr. Lazewskt. No. We have an accurate record of the amount 
of dues deducted from the help. 

Mr. Kennepy. You don’t folllow the same procedure as the previous 
witness ? 

Mr. Lazewsxt. No. I don’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. You try to keep accurate records? 

Mr. Lazewskt. We have accurate records; yes. 
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Mr. Krennepy. Is that difficult for you? 

Mr. Lazewskt. It is time consuming because I have to do all this 
work myself. We haven’t any additional bookkeeper or anyone hired 
to do that. ; 

Mr. Kennepy. Does the union perform any help for the employees: 
do any good for the employees? eas 

Mr. Lazewsktr. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Kennepy. There is no fringe benefit, no welfare, or anything 
like that? Obie 

Mr. Lazewskt. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The CuHatrMan. Do you get any of your help from the union? Do 
you call them to send your employees down there ? 

Mr. Lazewsktr I don’t think I ever called the union hall for help 
Senator. 

The CHatrman. Do you get some yours from the welfare 
department ? 

Mr. Lazrewski. Yes, we do. We have several sources to get our 
help when we need it. One of them is the welfare department. The 
other is the Michigan unemployment agencies. In case of an 
emergency, that is who we call. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Call the next wi-ness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Duff. 

The CHarrMan. Come forward, Mr. Duff. 

Be sworn, please. 

You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Dorr. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF GERALD DUFF 


The CHarrMAn. State your name, your place of residence, and 
your business or occupation. 

Mr. Durr. Gerald Duff, 6663 Kenmore, Dearborn, Mich. I am 
now employed in an engineering firm. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Do you waive counsel? 

Mr. Durr. I do, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

All right, Mr. Kennedy, you may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Duff, you leased a hand-equipped auto-wash 
building back in July of 1956; is that correct 

Mr. Durr. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. At 6588 North Telegraph, Dearborn, Mich.? 

Mr. Durr. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was known at that time as the Bubble Bath Auto 
Wash? 

Mr. Durr. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. You installed some mechanical equipment in there! 

Mr. Durr. I installed automatic equipment. 

Mr. Kennepy. Costing you about $15,000? 

Mr. Durr. That is right, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. You employed how many men during that period 
f time? 
. Mr. Durr. My operation wasn’t too large. I employed, starting 
Monday, five men. ‘Tuesday would be six. For example, Friday 
approximately 8, and over the weekend it would be 12, 13 to 14 men 
in my Operation. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you gave a minimum guarantee of $4 a day? 

Mr. Durr. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And when the men stayed on for a period of time, 
you raised it? 

Mr. Durr. I raised their guarantee. 

Mr. Kennepy. Up to $5 and $6 a day? 

Mr. Durr. One got $7. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had regular help, did you not? 

Mr. Durr. I had the same help for over 2 years. I didn’t have a 
changeover of help. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why didn’t you pay them the $3 dollars as has been 
discussed here? 

Mr. Durr. Why didn’t I? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Durr. Well, I wanted dependable help for one thing, and I 
just didn’t have the heart to pay a wage they couldn’t eat on. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you in addition to giving them the guaranteed 
wage you would split 50-50 with the men after 100 cars; is that right? 

Mr. Durr. After the guarantee, every dollar that came in was split 
down the middle. They took half and I took the other half. 

Mr. Kennepy. The men worked 6 days a week? 

Mr. Durr. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And with everybody getting 1 day off every week? 

Mr. Dorr. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. As you say, your men stayed with you continuously ? 

Mr. Dorr. That is right. I didn’t have a changeover in help. 

Mr. Kennepy. And if the man showed up in the morning, he 
received his guaranteed wage for the whole day? 

Mr. Dorr. If it rained, he could go home. If he showed up that 
day, he received his guarantee for the whole day. 

Mr. Kennepy. Even if it rained? 

Mr. Durr. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then on Christmas Day you gave them the keys to 
the premises and allowed them to run the car wash themselves? 

r. Durr. That is right. Everything that came in was theirs. 

Mr. Kennepy. About 6 months after you began in January of 1957, 
a union representative came to see you? 

Mr. Durr. Not directly. They came to see my men. No union 
representative ever talked to me directly. 

r. Kennepy. What did they say? 

Mr. Durr. The men came and told me they were opposed to joining 
the union. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did they tell you? 

Mr. Durr. That they didn’t want it. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that the union representative from local 985 
tried to get them to join the union? 

Mr. Durr. 1 don’t recall the local. I believe that is the only one. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Then did you receive a notification from the State 
mediation board to appear? 

Mr. Durr. To appear, that is right. 

Mr. Kennepvy. To show cause why you should not accept your 
employees’ wishes to join the union? 

Mr. Dorr. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And your employees had already indicated that 
they did not want to join the union? 

Mr. Dorr. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you appear before the board ? 

Mr. Dorr. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And there were «tx or seven other operators present? 

Mr. Dorr That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was Mr. Bufalino there? 

Mr. Durr. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you relate to the committee what happened 
before the Board ? 

Mr. Durr. Mr. Bufalino had these applications, I don’t recall the 
amount 

Mr. Kennepy. Application cards? 

Mr. Durr. Application cards supposedly signed by my help. That 
was supposed to be more than half of my employees. Well, upon 
examining the cards, not one individual laa ever worked for me, 
the name had never been familiar, and the date on the application 
was dated before the building had ever been built. 

Mr. Kennepy. This was a new building that you were working in? 

Mr. Dorr. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. These were the cards that Mr. Bufalino provided? 

Mr. Durr. That is right. 

(At this point Senator Capehart withdrew from the hearing room.) 

The Cuarrman. We will have to suspend for a few minutes. 

(A brief recess was taken. After the recess, the following members 
of the select committee were present: Senators McClellan and Curtis.) 

The CuarrMan. The committee will come to order. 

Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were talking about the fact that at the meeting 
of the State mediation board, Mr. Bufalino came forward with the 
cards; is that correct ? 

Mr. Durr. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he said he had your employees signed up? 

Mr. Dorr. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. You looked at the dates of the cards and—first you 
saw that none of these people had worked for you? 

Mr. Dorr. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they were signed prior to the time of the build- 
ing being erected ? 

Mr. Durr. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have a dispute back and forth with Mr. 
Bufalino ? 

Mr. Durr. Yes; I brought that point up to the board, and it is on 
the record. I believe that is one of the reasons that they decided in 
my favor, that the union was not the proper bargaining representative 
for my men. 
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Mr. Kennepy. What was Mr. Bufalino’s attitude toward you at 
that time ? 

Mr. Durr. He was a little bit peeved at me. 

The Cuarrman. As I understand, he was representing that he had 
a majority of your employees signed up for you? 

Mr. Durr. ‘That is right, sir. 

The CuHatrMan. And when you examined the cards, when he pre- 
sented them and they were examined, it was found that none of the 
men had ever been employed by you? 

Mr. Durr. That is right, sir. 

The CuatrMan. And that the cards were signed prior to the time 
the building was constructed ? 

Mr. Durr. That is correct. 

The CuatrmMan. And he was undertaking by that fraud to compel 
you to place your men in a union ? 

Mr. Durr. That is right, sir. 

The CuarrMANn. That is bufalino that is the head of this 985 local ? 

Mr. Durr. That is right, Mr. Bufalino. I so stated at that hear- 
ing, that I would have no part of any shakedown which they were 
attempting to put on me with the type of thieves that I considered 
they were 

The Cuarrman. The type of thieves; is that what you said? 

Mr. Durr. I used little stronger words than those, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Youemphasized the thief part ? 

Mr. Durr. I did, sir. I felt that these were leeches living off the 
misery and whatnot of these people who were helpless. As far as I 
was concerned, they were just leeches, that is what they were. I so 
stated, that if they wanted the union and they would sign my men up 
and collect the dues themselves, I would live up to a union contract. 
Otherwise, I wanted no part of him or his union. 

The Cuarrman. How long ago was that ? 

Mr. Durr. I don’t know the correct date. 

The CHarmman. What year ? 

Mr. Durr. That was in 1957. 

The CuatrMan. 1957? 

Mr. Durr. Yes. 

The CuairMANn. Some 2 yearsago. All right. 

Senator Curris. These were the employees in your carwash 
establishment ? 

Mr. Durr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. What union was it asking you to put them in the 
union ¢ 

Mr. Durr. I don’t know the numbers. Mr. Bufalino’s auto wash 
union. 

Mr. Kennepy. 985. 

Senator Curtis. What union ? 

Mr. Kennepy. The Teamsters. 

Mr. Durr. The Teamsters; yes. 

Senator Curtis. Why do people who wash cars belong in the 
Teamsters Union ? 

Mr, Durr. Why do they ? 

Senator Curtis. Yes. 
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Mr. Durr. Well, it is a method the Teamsters have devised to 
shake down money from businessmen. That is all it is. We know 
that, and you know it. 

Senator Curtis. The pressure was put on you as the employer? 

Mr. Durr. That is correct. I feel further that unless legislation jg 
made, you people here, instead of just listening, if legislation is not 
made to protect the small businessmen in even simple matters, that 
this thing will continue. It is a speed limit that has to be put on 
there somewhere. 

Senator Curtis. I think what you say is very true. Congress jig 
derelict in its duty if we do not curb some of these excess powers of 
blackmail picketing, secondary boycotting. This problem cannot be 
solved merely by internal cleanup within the unions. 

Mr. Durr. No, sir, it can’t be. There must be a speed limit set 
somewhere. 

One of the things that would help the small businessmen get this 
shakedown off their back, would be the picketing. They go down and 
get pickets off the streets, and so forth, and pay them $5, and put 
them picketing your place of business. 

Senator Curtis. And they do not represent anybody working there 
who has a grievance. 

Mr. Durr. That is a standard weapon. I think legislation should 
be made from the smallest to the biggest, that only people who can 
picket or who would be allowed to be in front of the ek of business 
are interested working people from that place of business itself, 

Senator Curtis. I agree with you that if it is lawful for these 
Teamster outfits to picket somebody out of business, then we should 
make it lawful for competitors to do the same thing. 

Mr. Durr. That is correct. That is the biggest weapon. 

Senator Curtis. That is, to cut off the supply of goods, block exits 
and all that sort of thing. I am glad to hear you say so. We have 
spent $2 million of the taxpayers money npenne these things and 
the Congress knows about them. We need legislation and we need 
it now. 

Mr. Dorr. Sir, I feel like a great many do that hypocrisy used to 
be part of politics, and now it seems that they have to be a sancti- 
monious hypocrite, because everyone is so afraid of the union vote, 
afraid to take action, they are afraid to move. 

Why doesn’t someone stand up and start to work on it? This 
thing being brought to the attention by these committees is fine, it 
should be brought to the attention. But they can’t continue on for- 
ever. Why can’t legislation be had? It takes action. 

Senator Curtis. There are many people in the Congress who agree 
with you, but not everybody. 

Mr. Durr. Agreement isn’t enough, sir. 

Senator Curtis. I mean they are working for legislation. 

Mr. Durr. They have to do something. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. At the time that you had this conference with Mr. 
Bufalino, Mr. Hoffa was appearing before this committee; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Durr. He was here in Washington at the time. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you brought attention to that? 
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Mr. Durr. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. About 30 days after this, the Board ruled against 
Bufalino and for you? 

Mr. Durr. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Shortly after this time were you told by one of 
our fellow car washers that Mr. Bufalino, a Teamster official, had 
said that Mr. Bufalino was going to get you? 

Mr. Durr. Yes, I was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you relate what happened ? 

Mr. Durr. Well, I was in a competitor’s carwash, and in a friendly 
manner he told me that I had talked too much at this hearing, and 
which I am probably doing now, and that I was going to be 
straightened out. Well, I disregarded it. I disregarded that at the 
time. Upon repeating that statement to the authorities after the 
explosion, this same individual called me up and denied it. That is 
the reason I am not bringing his name out now. He denied he had ever 
made that statement and did not want to be involved in it. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you say “explosion,” what happened ? 

Mr. Durr. Well, my place of business was bombed. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did that happen? 

Mr. Durr. That happened last April, a year ago. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much longer after the meeting before the 
State mediation board where you received the decision that the deci- 
sion was against Bufalino ? 

Mr. Durr. I would say somewhere in the neighborhood of 4 to 5 
months, somewhere in that neighborhood. I am not clear on the 
dates. I don’t have them before me, any of the dates. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened so far as the bombing of your 

lace ? 

: Mr. Durr. Well, I was called up one morning, one Sunday morning, 
I believe, and the police came over and told me there had been an 
explosion in my place. 

Vhen I got there, I had been bombed. At the time, we didn’t know 
whether it was a bombing or a gas explosion. But as it turned out, 
it was a bombing. The place was just about completely destroyed. 
The equipment in the place was destroyed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they ever find out who was responsible ? 

Mr. Durr. No, sir. They never have. There are 11 other unsolved 
bombings in that area. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many ? 

Mr. Durr. Eleven. 

The CHairman. All growing out of labor disputes? 

Mr. Durr. Everyone has been found to be a labor dispute, yes. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, they followed a labor dispute ? 

Mr. Durr. They followed a labor dispute. 

The CuarrMan. That is a pretty clear pattern, is it ? 

Mr. Durr. It isin my mind, sir. I don’t know in whose else. 

The Cuarrman. Well, you are one of the victims, you have ex- 
perienced it ? 

Mr. Durr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And you have observed about the same pattern in 


this connection with other bombings where there has been a labor 
dispute ? 
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Mr. Dorr. That is right. 

Senator Curtis. Would you describe the dynamiting? What took 
place? Describe the bombing. 

Mr. Durr. I don’t know. The charge was apparently set in the 
middle of the building, thrown through a window, and it exploded 
and blew out all the glass in the building, and one piece of equipment 
in the rear in a separate room wasn’t destroyed. It happened to be 
a steam generator. All of the rest of the equipment was destroyed 
from the cashier’s cage to the cash register to the automatic equip- 
ment. Everything in the place. 

Senator Curtis. Was it done at night? 

Mr. Durr. It was done at night. Possibly 3 o’clock in the morning, 

Senator Curtis. No one was in the building ? 

Mr. Durr. No one was in the building. 

Senator Curtis. They would have been killed possibly. 

Mr. Durr. They would have been; yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Was there a watchman around ? 

Mr. Durr. I had a man I more or less encouraged to be a watchman. 
I had fixed him a place to stay and he would stay approximately 5 
nights a week. He didn’t stay all the time. He didn’t set a pattern. 
He could have been in there very easily. 

Senator Curtis. It just happened that he was out of there ? 

Mr. Durr. It just happened. 

Senator Curtis. What do you figure to be the amount of damage? 

Mr. Durr. Well, my damage 

Senator Curtis. I am not talking about the loss of business, but I 
mean from the bomb. 

Mr. Dorr. $12,000, I believe, was established for the building and, 
to me, around $17,000 for my equipment, or somewhere in there. 

Senator Curtis. Was there ever an arrest made? 

Mr. Durr. No arrest whatsoever, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You, in your own mind, feel or know that the bomb- 
ing was a direct result of your failure to yield to the union ? 

Mr. Durr. I do, sir. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have insurance covering it ? 

Mr. Dorr. I didn’t have enough. I had $5,000 worth of insurance; 
$5,500 is all I had. 

Mr. Krennepy. So you had to take the rest of your loss yourself? 

Mr. Dorr. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You lost $10,000 from it ? 

Mr. Durr. Thatisright. A little over that. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was your own personal loss ? 

Mr. Dorr. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. But the insurance also covered some of the building? 

Mr. Durr. I did not own the building. I leased the building. 

Mr. Kennepy. The gentleman who owned the building 

Mr. Durr. He was covered completely. 








Mr. Kennepy. That was about another $15,000; is that right? 

Mr. Dorr. I think approximately $12,000 to $15,000, or in that 
neighborhood. 

Mr. Kennepy. $12,000. 
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Prior to that time, had you discovered two individuals that came 
around to your place? 

Mr. Durr. Yes. I would say approximately 3 weeks before that, 
Otis, who was my night watchman, had reported to me that he heard 
noises at the rear door. Thinking it was me, he walked back to the 
rear door to open it. Upon opening it from the inside, two men ran. 
He discovered the door had been jimmied, had jimmy marks on it, as 
the police call them, and reported it to the police the next morning. 
But we at that time assumed it was someone trying to break into the 
place and it scared them off. It scared him as bad as it did them, I 

Senator Curtis. Before we leave this bombing, you have testified 
to the loss of physical property, but that also deprived you of your 
livelihood, didn’t it ? 

Mr. Durr. It did, sir, yes. 

Senator Curtis. And it drove you out of business ? 

Mr. Dorr. That is right, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You were providing employment for how many 
people ¢ 

Mr. Durr. Fourteen, maximum. 

Senator Curtis. So probably counting your own about 15 families 
were involved / 

Mr. Durr. That is right, sir. 

Senator Curtis. And that added very materially to your financial 
loss ¢ 

Mr. Durr. Well, it did, completely at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were out of that business from then on? 

Mr. Durr. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have anything further about the situation 
that you wanted to state? 

Mr. Durr. No. I believe I mentioned the point that I thought would 
help the small businessman, to take this big club away that the unions 
use for blackmailing and so on. 

I think rather than just talking about it, some action should be done 
and right now, not just tomorrow or next week. I mean just starting 
right now. 

The Cuarrman. You have in mind what is known as organizational 
picketing ? 

Mr. Durr. Sir? 

The CuarrmMan. You have in mind what is known as organizational 
picketing or recognition picketing ? 

Mr. Durr. That is one of the answers. 

The Cuatrman. Not where they go to picket just to get a payoff 
but where they go to picket to compel people to join the union or com- 
pel the employer to put his employees in the union. 

Mr. Durr. Well, I believe years ago in Chicago they used to just 
shoot them, but now they have this method. It is a little simpler. 

The Cuatrman. Is there anything further? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. I think you are to be 
highly commended for your courage to come up here and make your 
statements. 

Call the next witness. 
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The Chair will have to admonish you. You are here as the 
— of this committee and the Senate. These demonstrations wil] 

ave to be restrained. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Nemesh. 

The Cuarrman. Be sworn, please. 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Nemesu. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH NEMESH 


The CrarMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation, please. 

Mr. Nemesn. Joseph Nemesh. I live at 21884 Avalon Drive, 
Rocky River, Ohio. I am president of Music Systems, distributors 
of Seeburg coin-operated phonographs. 

The CuairmMan. Do you waive counsel ? 

Mr. Nemesu. I do. 

The Cuairman. All right, Mr. May, you may proceed. 

Mr. May. Mr. Nemesh, you entered the jukebox business about 
1930? 

Mr. Nemesn. Yes, I did. I decided to go into the business of 
operating jukeboxes in the early 1930's. 

Mr. May. That was in Cleveland ? 

Mr. Nemesu. Cleveland, Ohio. 

Mr. May. You operated a route at that time? 

Mr. Nemesnu. That is correct. 

Mr. May. Did you later become a distributor for the Seeburg 
company ? 

Mr. Nemesu. Yes. I became a distributor for J. P. Seeburg Corp. 
out of Chicago in 1937. 

Mr. May. What territory did you cover at that time? 

Mr. Nemesu. First I covered the Greater Cleveland area, and then 
later on the northeastern Ohio area, and later on I was awarded the 
northwestern Ohio area for Seeburg under franchise. 

Mr. May. In what year was that? 

Mr. Nemesu. 1937. 

Mr. May. Did you experience some difficulty in the Cleveland area 
in selling your machines? 

Mr. Nemesu. About 1939, the then Wurlitzer distributor, a man 
by the name of Leo J. Dixon, organized or had cause to organize a 
union. They had an association, a union, to restrain competition in 
the industry. 

Mr. May. Which union was that? 

Mr. Nemesn. I beg your pardon? 

Mr. May. Which union was involved ? 

Mr. Nemesu. First it was the Building Service Employees Union 
and then later they became affiliated with the IBEW. 

Mr. May. Local 442? 

Mr. Nemesu. I believe so. 

Mr. May. Was Mr. Presser involved in that operation ? 

Mr. Nemesu. Yes. Mr. Presser was the business agent. 
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Mr. May. And due to this union-association combination, you were 
unable to sell very many machines in the Cleveland area ? 

Mr. Nemesu. That is correct. 

Mr. May. How did they prevent the sale of the machine? 

Mr. Nemesu. Well, they would picket locations that—for example, 
those that didn’t belong to the union they would picket their locations 
to coerce the operators to join the union, and after the union had 
signed the operators, whether they were self-employed or not, then 
it was sort of a closed territory for competition. You couldn’t go into 
a location and compete even if you had a better piece of equipment, 
with the other man that was in there, because it was a union man. So 
jf you were not union you couldn’t go in there because he was union. 
If you were union, you weren’t permitted because you are not per- 
mitted to take the brother union man’s livelihood away, so to speak. 

Mr. May. The operators using the union as an enforcement arm 
could maintain old and ancient machines on locations and were not 
forced to buy new machines; is that correct ? 

Mr. Nemes. That is correct. 

Mr. May. Did you also experience difficulties in Youngstown, Ohio? 

Mr. Nemesu. Well, not until later. That was a later date than 1939. 

Mr. May. What happened then? 

Mr. Nemesu. Well, of course, we didn’t have any real difficulty ex- 
cept that we did the best we could under the circumstances in the other 
areas. However, for a while, Youngstown was organized with the 
union and then during the war it kind of disintegrated and after the 
postwar period they had sort of a local union situation. We sold our 
equipment. Of course, during the war there wasn’t any equipment 
to be sold. I was in the tool manufacturing business during those 


ears. 
; Later, in 1946, the postwar period, I got back into distributing the 
Seeburg line of jukeboxes and accessory equipment. Then along about 
1949 the J. P. Seeburg Corp. introduced a new concept in music. I 
mean by that 100 selections, where they could play classical and 
semiclassical and also popular music on this new machine which you 
couldn’t do on all the other machines. 

Mr. May. Were you then searching for a person to handle your 
product in the Youngstown area? 

Mr. Nemrsu. We had been quite successful in 1949 in marketing 
our equipment in all areas in Ohio with the exception of Youngstown. 
In 1950, because we couldn’t get any representation there because of 
the operator’s boycott on our equipment, we decided to take our case 
directly to the location owner, which we did. 

As a result of that, we were able to place about 15 machines. After 
doing that we searched around to find someone to buy this route be- 
cause the present operators at the time were fearful of buying the 
me because they didn’t want to expose the equipment to their 
other location owners for fear that they may have to buy some new 
phonographs and make more money. 

Mr. May. Were you able to find a gentleman who was interested ? 

Mr. Nemesu. Yes. Our salesman, Mr. Smith, found a man by the 
name of Kisan, who was a bar owner, and he decided to go into this 
business, and he did, and we were ready to negotiate and complete the 
transaction when his bar was bombed, stink-bombed. 
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Later, right afterward, he was called and threatened on the teie- 
hone. In addition to that, he took a severe beating in one of his 
ocations that called for service, I believe it was a ruse—anyway, that 

is the way the story was related to me. When he went outside, after 
he had finished the call and found out it was just a nuisance call, they 
got him outside of the tavern and beat him up pretty severely. ‘ 

Mr. May. Did he lose interest in the operation ? 

Mr. Nemesu. I beg your pardon ? 

Mr. May. Did he lose interest ? 

Mr. Nemesu. Immediately. He cooled. 

Mr. May. Did you look for another person ? 

Mr. Nemesu. We looked for another person there in Youngstown 
area. He was interested, a man by the name of Mr. Joseph Abraham, 
He looked over the route, and we agreed on the regular price of the 
machines, not charging anything for goodwill because we didn’t fee] 
we had any. We just wanted to sell our machines and create a market 
there. During this time, while it was a regular conversation that he 
was going to take over this route, his garage suddenly burnt down, 
a three- or four-car garage where he kept his equipment. 

Shortly after that 

Mr. May. Did anything else happen to him? Was his house blown 
up? 

Mr. Nemesu. This house where he had his offices, that was stink- 
bombed and the windows broken. 

Mr. May. Did he then lose interest in handling your product? 

Mr. Nemes. He immediately lost interest also. 

Mr. May. Were you able to find somebody else ? 

Mr. Nemesu. Our salesman finally found a man by the name of 
Emanuel Amato. He was looking for a bar to go into business for 
himself. Finally we interested him in the idea of buying this route 
of phonographs in Youngstown, Ohio. 

In the meantime, while we were having all of this difficulty, prior to 
this we had had the locations picketed when the second fellow’s ardor 
cooled, and we took the union to court and obtained an injunction 
against them for picketing. They were going to push us out of 
Youngstown. 

Mr. May. As I understand, the union appealed the injunction. 

Mr. Nemesu. The union immediately appealed the injunction. 

Mr. May. And while that appeal was pending 

Mr. Nemesu. We found Mr. Amato. We apprised Mr. Amato of 
the situation, that he would buy it subject to this appeal. If the 
union won the appeal, then his locations would be subject to picketing. 

Mr. May. He felt that he could handle union trouble? 

Mr. Nemesu. That is correct. He wasn’t too concerned about it at 
the time. 

Mr. May. I understand that the union did win the appeal. 

Mr. Nemesu. Yes. It was a three-judge traveling court and one of 
the judges was from Newark, Ohio, the former home of Mr. Green. 

Mr. May. Did the union cause Mr. Amato some difficulty then? 

Mr. Nemesu. Yes. They did some picketing and they were going 
to continue the picketing. He tried to stop it and finally he called for 
help and he brought his father-in-law into the business. 

Mr. May. Who is Mr. Amato’s father-in-law ? 
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Mr. Nemesu. Mr. Frank Cammarata. 

Mr. May. Was Mr. Frank Cammarata successful in solving the 
roblem ? 

Mr. Nemesu. No, he wasn’t. He tried and he wasn’t successful. 
Asa result, it was for Mr. Amato to either sell those locations back to 
the original members or they would continue the picketing. 

Mr. May. Did the police department take an active interest in the 
situation when Mr. Amato came into town ? 

Mr. Nemesu. Yes. They began to harass our salesmen and arrest 
Mr. Amato and Mr. Cammarata. 

Mr. May. Mr. Frank Cammarata is a notorious gangster who volun- 
tarily deported himself after appearing before this committee some 
time last fall. There came a point in your operation, Mr. Nemesh, 
when you extended your jurisdiction to Detroit ? 

Mr. Nemesu. Yes. Because of our success with this new phono- 
graph, we were awarded the Michigan territory, which is known as 
the Lower Peninsula of Michigan. That encompasses Detroit and all 
the other cities in the Michigan area. 

Mr. May. Did you encounter similar difficulty in the Detroit area? 

Mr. Nemesu. Yes, we did. In 1950 we encountered quite a bit of 
difficulty because we went in there with the contracts and the operators 
could see the point and the location owners were happy. After all, 
the public pays for this equipment, the operators never pay for it. 
They buy it for a downpayment, mostly no downpayment, and it is 
financed over long terms. The public, after all, endorses it; so the lo- 
cation owners wanted it. 

When we placed the phonographs, we started to have a lot of 
difficulty. 

Mr. May. What sort of difficulty ? 

Mr. Nemesu. Well, our sales manager at the time was getting 
threats. The people that were buying our equipment were threatened. 

Mr. May. From whom ? 

Mr. Nemesu. Well, the unions, I would say. 

Mr. May. Which union ? 

Mr. Nemesu. Well, the local jukebox union. I believe at the time 
it was Mr. Bufalino, or he still is, the head of that union. 

Mr. May. Local 985 ? 

Mr. Nemesu. That is correct. 

Mr. May. What sort of actions did they have? 

Mr. Nemesu. Well, they harassed the locations where these Seeburgs 
were placed, mostly, and tried to unsell them on the idea of having a 
Seeburg, and tried to get the man that was in there formerly with 
his other phonograph. Just everything that they could do to harass 
the location and not permit. us free access to that market. 

Mr. May. Why would the Teamsters Union harass locations han- 
dling the Seeburg machine? 

Mr. Nemesu. Well, there is an interest. Mr. Bufalino’s brother- 
in-law—it is common gossip, I have no proof of this, but it has been 
common gossip—has an interest in the Wurlitzer distributorship there 
because of the fact that prior to this man coming in as a distributor, 
Mr. Bufalino and Mr. Meli were the Wurlitzer distributors. 

Mr. May. Did this harassment continue? Was your place of busi- 
ness damaged in any way ? 
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Mr. NemesH. Yes. Our windows were broken. The police depart- 
ment has all the records. Our windows were broken and our show- 
rooms were stink-bombed. Our sales manager’s life was threatened, 
For a time there he had to have police escort. 

Mr. May. In order to combat evident union-association combina- 
tions, did you, yourself, search to create another union? 

Mr. Nemesu. Well, sir, here is what I did. The operators came to 
me with the thought that they were getting nowhere, they couldn't 
get any protection from this union as far as the independent operators 
were concerned. They came to me for advice and I thought that they 
ought to have their own union. After all, there was nothing wron 
with having your own union if you can’t get any backing from the 
local union. 

So we looked around for some sort of an organizer. I happened 
to be reading the papers a number of years prior to that that a Mr, 
Edward Duck had created quite a disturbance at Galion, Ohio, at the 
North Electric Co. He was from Toledo, a UAW-C1O organizer, 
Being in the Cleveland market, I looked up Mr. Duck. At the time, 
Mr. Duck had not been with the CIO for some time. He was selling 
the Encyclopedia Americana. 

So I promptly became a proud owner of the Encyclopedia Amer- 
icana and our association began. 

I put Mr. Duck in touch with the Detroit operators. Several of 
the operators I remember as Mr. Patterson, Mr. Berman, and others, 
They started to form a separate, independent union and draw up a 
charter and go through all the routine, because the feeling was that 
they had to have some respite from this constant harassment. 

Mr. May. The purpose of such a formation of a union was to combat 
the hold that local 985 and the association had on the Detroit area? 

Mr. Nemesu. That is right. We felt by harassing the union back 
we would give them a little bit of their own medicine. 

Mr. May. Did you finance Mr. Duck in any fashion? 

Mr. Nemesu. I did at certain times when he ran short of funds 
and the operators didn’t give him as much as he thought he ought to 
have for living expenses and general expenses. 

Mr. May. Did you furnish some office equipment? 

Mr. Nemesn. Yes, I did. I had some used office equipment and I 
furnished that to him so he could set up his office and see what he 
could do. 

Mr. May. You had a strong desire that Mr. Duck be quite successful 
in this operation ? 

Mr. Nemesu. Of course I did. 

Mr. May. Was he? 

Mr. Nemesu. No. He was for a little while and then, of course, I 
didn’t know it but Mr. Duck was an alcoholic and he would take the 
bottle too literally and too often. Therefore, that collapsed and we 
weren’t successful. 

Mr. May. Mr. Chairman, we had testimony from August Scholle, 
who at that time was head of the CIO in the State of Michigan. He 
Stated that Mr. Duck had approached him prior to this occasion and 
attempted to get a CIO charter which would embrace Detroit, Toledo, 
and the northern Ohio area, and he was turned down by the CIO. 

Mr. Nemesu. That is right. 
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Mr. May. Mr. Duck then formed this independent union ¢ 

Mr. Nemesu. He attempted to affiliate himself with the CIO-UAW. 

Mr. May. But he did form an independent union and was unsuc- 
cessful ? 

Mr. Nemesu. Yes. 

Mr. May. While you were having difficulty with local 985 did you 
meet on some occasion with Mr. Cammarata, Mr. Vincent Meli, and 
Mr. William Bufalino? 

Mr. Nemesu. Are you referring the incident about the phonograph 
that was hijacked ? 

Mr. May. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Nemesu. We were having a lot of great difficulty and all this 
harassment. We felt sometime—you know, some days you get a 
break if you just look long enough. It so happens that one of the 
local operators whom we had sold to had a phonograph picked up. 
It turned out that the man that picked up that phonograph was a man 
that was working for Mr. Meli, a bartender or something. Naturally, 
Mr. Meli was concerned. He wanted to make restitution if the opera- 
tor whose box was picked up by a truck wouldn’t prosecute. I was 
in Detroit one day and Mr. Meli and Mr. Cammarata came in. I was 
alittle surprised. We had a conversation that took place. Mr. Bufa- 
lino also came in later. 

Mr. May. Mr. William Bufalino? 

Mr. Nemesu. That is right. 

Mr. May. Of the Teamsters Union? 

Mr. Nemesu. Yes. They wanted to make amends. Mr. Cammarata 
said that we were nice people and they were nice people and every- 
thing would be forgotten, and everything would be just rosy from 
then on in. 

Mr. May. What did Mr. Bufalino say on that occasion ? 

Mr. Nemesu. He didn’t have too much to say. He just felt that we 
could get along now and there wouldn’t be that constant harassment. 

Mr. May. Did Mr. Bufalino suggest that your company join his 
union ¢ 

Mr. Nemesu. At a later date that came about. 

Mr. May. He didn’t suggest it at this meeting ? 

Mr. Nemesu. No. You see, we were distributors and they had 
mostly an operators union that was set up for operators. 

Mr. May. Did Mr. Cammarata serve as a mediator in this dispute? 

Mr. Nemesu. Well, I don’t know that he was a mediator. He was 
in Detroit, maybe, and maybe he was called into it, knowing that we 
had had some business relationship with his son-in-law. I had met 
him before. I just assumed that he felt it would be a good medium to 
have to intercede. 

Mr. May. His function was sort of like a mediator? 

Mr. Nemesu. Yes. 

Mr. May. What was Mr. Bufalino doing there? Why was Mr. 
Bufalino present ? 

Mr. Nemesu. Well, Mr. Bufalino is a brother-in-law of Mr. Meli. 

Mr. May. Did Mr. Bufalino have an interest in Mr. Meli’s business? 

Mr. Nemesn. That I don’t know, sir, except that I know of that 
relationship that I related before with Mr. Meli and the general 
conversation around Detroit that there is an interest in the Wurlitzer 
distributorship. 
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Mr. May. Do you recall anything that Mr. Bufalino said that day? 

Mr. Nemesu. Not specifically, sir. It has been quite a few years 
ago. 
Mr. May. After this occasion, you had some temporary peace? 

Mr. Nemesu. Well, yes, for a time. But it still continues on the 
basis that all the favoritism is still shown to our competitor, the 
Wurlitzer distributor. Operators are told if they want to jump a 
location or compete with somebody else, if they use Wurlitzer equip- 
ment they are given a pass, so to speak. 

Mr. May. Does thit exist today, that situation ? 

Mr. Nemesu. That is correct. 

Mr. May. After this meeting with Mr. Cammarata, Mr. Meli, and 
Mr. Bufalino, and the following temporary peace, there came an 
occasion when you were again harassed? You eventually signed 
with the union ? 

Mr. Nemesu. Yes, we signed a contract with the union. We had 
worked one out that we felt was equitable to our type of business, 
because we were running a training program to train these men, 
After all, our equipment is quite esatialia: We felt by training our 
men and having these men available as a training ground for our 
customers, the industry would be better served. 

Mr. May. I don’t understand why you signed the contract with 
the union, Mr. Nemesh. 

Mr. Nemesu. Well, because they had already gone to the men and 
had signed up the men prior to that. 

Mr. May. Your employees wanted to join the union ? 

Mr. Nemesu. No; I don’t think they wanted to, but they were 
talked into it, because everybody else was going to be in the union, 
and our competitor was, I believe, giving the union a headache because 
we weren’t in. 

They were operating phonographs and we were not operating phono- 
graphs. We were strictly distributing, not competing with our 
customers. 

Mr. May. At this time you were distributors ? 

Mr. Nemesu. We were distributors right along. 

Mr. May. And the contract that you signed was a contract which 
involved operators ; in that true ? 

Mr. Nemesn. Yes; it was an operator’s contract. 

Mr. May. Have your machines in the Detroit area recently been 
damaged ? 

Mr. Nemesn. Some of the operators have had their machines dam- 
aged by liquid solder, several of the operators. 

Mr. May. You are able to sell some machines in the Detroit area 
today, though ? 

Mr. Nemesu. Well, we are able to sell some; that is correct. 

Mr. May. Youarestill having some trouble ? 

Mr. Nemesu. Yes. We are having difficulties in marketing our 
equipment freely, without interference from the union and their busi- 
ness agents. 

The Cuatrman. Why did they give you trouble, this union, and 
not the others in the same business? You are a member of the union, 
aren’t you? 

Mr. Nemesu. That is true. But there is still that relationship and 
that friendship that exists between the brother-in-law of Mr. Bufalino 
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and the Wurlitzer distributor. I can’t prove that he has an interest. 
It is just sort of general knowledge. I think that is one of the under- 
lying factors. 

The CuatrrMan. At least he is favoring his brother-in-law to the 
extent that you say Bufalino is giving you trouble, although you are 
amember of the union. 

Mr. Nemesu. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. And he makes it difficult for you to make sales, 
whereas, he undertakes to make it easier for his brother-in-law to 
make sales ? 

Mr. Nemesu. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. Youare all members of the same union ? 

Mr. NemesH. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. You cannot account for it except for the marriage 
relationship ¢ 

Mr. Nemesu. That is correct. 

Senator Curtis. What is the purpose of the union ? 

Mr. Nemesu. The purpose of the union ? 

Senator Curtis. As it relates to this business of yours. 

Mr. Nemesu. Well, as far as we are concerned, we were paying as 
well prior to the time of our men joining the union as we are today. 

Senator Curtis. It had nothing to do with improving the wages, 
hours, and working conditions of your employees, did it? 

Mr. Nemesu. I don’t think so, sir. 

Senator Curtis. It wasa matter of financial control of the business? 

Mr. Nemesu. That is right. 

Senator Curtis. And the union idea is being used for that purpose ? 

Mr. NeMesu. Surely. 

Senator Curtis. Do you think that union is a labor organization, as 
defined by law? 

Mr. Nemesu. Well, I don’t see how it can be; self-employed people 
in that business, I don’t see why they should have to belong to a union 
and pay $20 a month dues. 

Senator Curtis. It doesn’t sound to me like a union, but it sounds 
like a conspiracy. 

Mr. Nemesu. I would say so, sir. 

Mr. May. We discussed the situation where your display window 
was broken by a metal bolt. On that occasion was the individual that 
caused the damage identified ? 

Mr. Nemesu. Yes; that man was identified by one of our salesmen 
at the time. That was about the same time that this phonograph was 
picked up by that man that was driving that truck. It was either 
before or after. I am not quite sure now. 

Mr. May. Was that Mr. Cecil Watts, business agent of local 337 
of the Teamsters? 

Mr. Nemes. Yes. 

Mr. May. He was identified by your employee, George Kelly ? 

Mr. Nemesu. Right. 

Mr. May. That,is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Is there anything further ? 

If not, thank you very much. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have had the testimony before 
the committee that a number of business agents of the Teamsters have 
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gone into the coin-machine business. In that connection, I would like 
to call Mr. Morris Coleman as the first of several business agents that 
we understand had some interest in this. 

The Cuarrman. Do you solemnly swear the evidence you shall give 
before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? ; 

Mr. Coteman. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MORRIS COLEMAN, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
H. CLIFFORD ALLDER 


The Cuatrman, State your name, your place of business, and your 
residence. 

Mr. Coteman. Morris Coleman, 24330 Dante, Oak Park, Mich, 

The Cuarrman. What is your business or occupation, Mr. Coleman? 

Mr. Coteman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Are youa member of a union ? 

Mr. Coteman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Do you have counsel present ? 

Mr. Coteman. I do. 

The Cnarrman. Identify yourself, Counsel. 

Mr. Auvper. H, Clifford Allder, Washington, D.C. 

The Cuatrman. Do you know what I think about a fellow who is 
a member of the union who takes the fifth amendment and says that 
he honestly believes a truthful answer to that question might incrimi- 
nate him? I think he is telling a falsehood. I think everybody else in 
here is thinking the same thing. 

Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Coleman, you came originally from Joliet, Ill, 
and you were born September 24, 1914; isthat right ? 

Mr. CoteMan. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did you leave Joliet ? 

Mr. Coreman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. Are you referring to Joliet Penitentiary, Mr. 
Counsel, or the city of Joliet ? 

Mr. Kennepy. The city of Joliet. 

Senator Curtis. How would it incriminate you to leave a fine city 
like Joliet, Il. ? 

Mr. Coteman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Coleman is presently a business agent for Local 
337 of the Teamsters, which is the Teamster local that is run by Owen 
Bert Brennan, who is now a vice president of the Teamsters. 

According to the information that Mr. Coleman gave a member of 
our staff, he was hired by Jimmy Hoffa in about 1940 or 1941 to 
represent the Teamsters joint council in Detroit. 

Is that correct, Mr. Coleman ? 

Mr. Coteman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Is that because the question involves the name 
of James Hoffa? 
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Mr. Coteman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrMan. All right; proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Coleman has been arrested a number of times, 
and was convicted twice, in 1945 and 1944. 

Is that correct ? 

Mr. Coteman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. What was he convicted for, Mr. Counsel? 

Mr. Kennepy. While he was a business agent for the joint council, 
he was convicted for receiving stolen property and sentenced to pay 
a $300 fine. Then in 1946 he was indicted for extortion. He was 
sentenced to pay a $500 fine and put on 2 years’ probation. 

Is that correct ? 

Mr. CoLeMAn. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. I don’t see how that could incriminate you, if you 
have already served your sentence after having been convicted. 

I don’t see how, Mr. Chairman, that could tend to incriminate 
him. 

The CuArrman. There is a statement here made by counsel to the 
effect that you have been convicted and sentenced according to what 
he has said, that might sound a bit incriminating unless you deny it. 

Do you want to deny that what he said is true? 

Mr. Coteman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Well, if you won’t deny it, I will have to believe it. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Krennepy. He continued to hold his union position despite 
those two convictions, Mr. Chairman. 

He also had some outside interest. He was a partner of the Hotka 
Trucking Co. for 1952, 1953, 1954. 

Is that correct ? 

Mr. Coteman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was not a profitable operation and was given 
up in 1954. He was also an equal partner with John Hotka in a 
company called the Bruce Coffee Vending Co. 

Is that right, Mr. Coleman ? 

Mr. Coteman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. The operation started in January 1955 and operates 
about 125 coin operated vending machines, dispensing coffee, soup, 
ice cream. 

Is that right? 

Mr. Coteman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuairman. Is there anything about the coffee or the soft drinks 
or the soup or the milk or the ice cream that would incriminate you? 

Mr. Coteman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 
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Mr. Kennepy. In 1956 the gross receipts were $48,000-plus. A 
net income was $8,000-plus. In 1955 the net income was just under 
$7,000. 

Is that correct ? 

Mr. Coteman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Krennepy. And also a third interest was held by his wife, an- 
other interest, Mr. Chairman, that he had, in the Bruce Vending Co., 
held in the name of his wife as sole owner of the company, operating 
175 cigarette vending machines. 

Is that correct ? 

Mr. Coteman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. He solicits and obtains locations and works on the 
books of accounts and repairs the machines. 

Is that right ? 

Mr. Coteman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, could I call Mr. Kaplan to ask him 
what the gross receipts of that company have been ? 

The CuHatrRMAN. Yes, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR G. KAPLAN—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Round off the gross receipts of 1953. 

Mr. Kapitan. From an examination of the books and records of the 
company, we found that the gross receipts of the company in 1953 
were almost $11,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. 1954? 

Mr. Kaptan. $61,000 

Mr. Kennepy. 1955? 

Mr. Kapran. $130,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. And 1956? 

Mr. Kapian. $158,000. 

The Cuatrrman. What company is that? 

Mr. Kennepy. The Bruce Vending Co. 

We have also found him in the John Hotka Trucking Co. 

Mr. Kapuan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the Bruce Coffee Vending Co. as a partner with 
John Hotka? 

Mr. Kapian. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. My statements in connection with that have been 
verified by the records ? 

Mr. Kapitan. An examination of the records and license records 
and accounting records. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Coleman represents the drivers of the Peter P. 
Ellis Trucking Co. ? 

Mr. Kaptan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Isn’t it correct that we also found that he stores 
his vending machines in the Peter P. Ellis warehouse? 

Mr. Kapian. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he has his machines sent to the Peter P. Ellis 
Trucking Co. to store his machines? 

Mr. Kaptan. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And he represents those drivers ? 

Mr. Kapian. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he also stated to an investigator that Mr. 
Hoffa was well aware of the fact that he had an interest in these 
companies / 

Mr. Kapian. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that correct, Mr. Coleman ? 

Mr. Coteman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Kaplan, did you interview Mr. Coleman ? 

Mr. Kapian. Yes, sir; I did. 

The Cuarrman. You may then testify to any statement that Mr. 
Coleman made to you at the time you interviewed him. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have a rather important matter 
in connection with Mr. Coleman, in connection with which I would 
like to call a witness, if I may. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Salinger. 

Mr. Chairman, we found Mr. Coleman in the coin machine business 
and in the trucking business. We have also gone into another facet 
of Mr. Coleman’s activities which shows again a pattern for the 
Teamster business agent operations in the city of Detroit. 

Senator Curtis. Is Mr. Coleman still an employee of the Teamsters 
Union ¢ 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. He is a business agent with local 337. 

Senator Curtis. And he was during all of this period we are 
talking about ¢ 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. He had the two convictions and all of these 
outside interests. And he works for local 337, which is headed by 
Owen Bert Brennan, the vice president of the Teamsters. 

Do you want to swear Mr. Salinger ? 

The CuatrmMan. Do you solemnly swear the evidence you shall give 
before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth. 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Sauincer. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF PIERRE E. G. SALINGER—Resumed 


The CuarMan. State your name. 

Mr. Satincer. My name is Pierre Salinger. I reside in Washing- 
ton, D.C., and I am an investigator for this committee. 

The CuarrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Salinger, you have made a study and investi- 
gation of the linen industry in the city of Detroit? 

Mr. Sauincer. I have, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have we found, as we found in the laundry industry 
in the city of Detroit, that certain business agents of the Teamsters, or 
representatives of the Teamsters, have worked in the interest of one 
or more companies ¢ 

Mr. Sauincer. We have, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And have used their union position to further the 
interests of a company ? 

Mr. Sauincer. We have, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And have we found that Mr. Coleman specifically has 
worked for a particular company in the city of Detroit? 

Mr. Satincer. We have, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you relate to the committee what we have 
found and what documents we have in connection with it ? 

Mr. Sauinecer. First, sir, to give a little background on this, there 
is a large drug chain in the city of Detroit called the Kinsel Dru 
Stores. In early 1954 a building was purchased in Detroit which 
housed one of these Kinsel Drug Stores. It was purchased by a 
gentleman named Mr. Nick Genematas. Mr. Genematas is also the 
president of the Marathon Linen Service Co. in Detroit. 

After purchasing this building which housed this Kinsel Drug Store, 
he then attempted to get the account of the Kinsel Drug Stores and 
was successful in getting the account for this one drugstore which was 
located in the building he then owned. 

Subsequently he was able to negotiate a contract with the Kinsel 
Drug Stores for a 2-year period, covering all 23 of the Kinsel Drug 
Stores in the city of Detroit. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was he going to do for them ? 

Mr. Saurncer. As a condition of getting this contract, the Marathon 
Linen Co. agreed to give the Kinsel drug chain a 5 percent cut in the 
pee they had to ay over those the supplier had at that time, the 

rogressive Linen Co. 

Mr. Kennepy. The companies we will be talking about, then, today, 
are the Marathon and the Progressive ? 

Mr. Sauincer. That is correct, sir. 

In addition, they also agreed, which was a side thing, but which 
was important as far as the Kinsel Drug Stores were concerned, they 
agreed to deliver the linens in individually wrapped packages. 

I might explain that the Progressive Linen Co. was a member of 
the association in Detroit, which at that time was called the Mich- 
igan Linen Board of Trade and then became known as the Michigan 
Linen Service Institute. This is an association made up of linen 
suppliers in the city. On the other hand, the Marathon Linen Co. 
was not a member of the association. They operated outside of the 
association as an independent. 

Mr. Kennepy. We made an investigation of this association, did we 
not? 

Mr. Sauincer. We did, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And subsequent to our investigation and the report 
that you made back to the committee, not in public session, but the 
report which has been mailed to members of the committee, that asso- 
ciation has gone out of existence ? 

Mr. Sauincer. The association has gone out of business. 

Soon after the contract was signed 

Mr. Kennepy. On the association, who was the head of the asso- 
ciation ? 

Mr. Sauincer. The head of the association was Mr. Monroe Lake. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long had he been head of the association? _ 

Mr. Saurncer. He had been head of the association since approx!- 
mately 1950 or 1951. 

Mr. Kennepy. By whom was he placed as head of the association ! 

Mr. Sauincer. From my conversation with members of the linen 
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industry in Detroit, I was told that he had been placed there at the 
suggestion of Mr. James Hoffa. rn 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he also an associate of Mr. Fitzgerald? 

Mr. Sauincer. He had operated out of Mr. Fitzgerald’s office for 
a period of time on a project that he was interested in at that time. 

Soon after the contract was signed—it was signed on August 1, 1954; 
[have here a copy of the contract—soon after the contract was signed, 
the president of the Kinsel drug chain, Mr. William Downey, made a 
vacation trip to Montana, and while he was away to visit was paid 
to his office by Mr. Morris Coleman. oath 

I think maybe at this time, Mr. Kennedy, it might be good to read 
Mr. Downey’s aflidavit into the record in regard to this matter. — 

Mr. Kennepy. We have an affidavit from this individual who is of 
some importance, Mr. Chairman. He has been in ill health, however. 
We felt that we could get the necessary information into the record 
through the affidavit. , 

The CuarrMan. The affidavit may be printed in the record in full 
at this point. You may read the substance of it. 

Mr. Saurncer. This is the affidavit of William D. Downey, who 
resides at 207 Abbey Road, Birmingham, Mich., and identifies himself 
as the president of the Kinsel Drug Co., a chain which operates some 
93 drugstores throughout the Detroit area. 


For the last 10 years, the Kinsel Drug Co. has been obtaining its linen supplies 
from the Progressive Linen Co. Some time in 1954 Kinsel’s acquired an inde- 
pendent drug company which was located in a building owned by Mr. Nick 
Genematas. Mr. Genematas is the proprietor of the Marathon-Bryant Linen 
Supply Co. The Marathon Linen Co. had been supplying the service to this 
independent drug company and, following our acquisition of the store, they 
continued to service it. Mr. Genematas sought to take over the service at the 
remainder of the Kinsel Drug Stores in the Detroit metropolitan area. 

Some time in July of 1954 they made an attractive proposal to us which in- 
cluded an overall 5 percent price reduction plus the delivery of the linens in 
individually wrapped packages. AS a result of this offer, we signed a contract 
with Marathon Linen for a 2-year period. 

Following the signing of this contract, I took a vacation trip to Montana. 
In my absence, a call was made to my office by Mr. Morris Coleman, a business 
agent for local 337 of the Teamsters Union. Kinsel’s has union contracts with 
three unions, one of which is local 337 of the Teamsters, the others being the 
Hotel and Restaurant Workers Union and the Retail Clerks Union, local 876. 

Upon my return to Detroit, Mr. Coleman came to see me and told me that he 
wanted to have Kinsel’s return the linen service to Progressive Linen. Mr. 
Coleman stated that he did not want to see a price war start in the linen indus- 
try in Detroit, because it would adversely affect the wages of the laundry drivers 
who were members of the Teamsters Union. 


Mr. Kennepy. So this witness, a representative of the Teamsters 
Union, went to this company and told them they should not make 
@ contract with the Marathon Linen Co. and should, in turn, give 
their business back to the Progressive ? 

Mr. Satrncer. That is correct. The reason he gave was that he 
didn’t want the price war to start, but we will go into that matter. 
an Kennepr. And this company had contracts with the Teamsters 

nion 

Mr. Satrncer. That is correct. They had contracts with local 337, 
and Mr. Coleman was the business agent and represented the Team- 
sters at the Kinsel drugstores. He was their active business agent. 

Mr. Kennepy. As well as local 876 of the Retail Clerks, which at 
that time was a captive local of the Teamsters? 

Mr. Sarincer. That is correct. 
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I told Mr. Coleman that we had receive a price differential which was 
attractive to the company and Mr. Coleman said they were not going to allow 
this. Following Mr. Coleman’s visit, I talked to the Marathon Linen Co. ang 
was told that the price cut would in no way be reflected in the drivers’ earnings 
at Marathon. 

Mr. Coleman paid a second visit to me, this time in the company of Ales 
Nichamin, who is one of the owners of Progressive Linen. At this meeting, Mr. 
Coleman was adamant that we give the business back to Progressive. His state- 
ments to me were more than a request. 

Following this visit, I received a telephone call from Mr. Joseph Maiullo, 
who is the attorney for the Marathon-Bryant Linen Co. I told Mr. Mainilo 
about Mr. Coleman’s request that we give the service back to Progressive and 
he told me that he could straighten the whole problem out. He called me back 
later and told me that he had talked to Mr. James Hoffa of the Teamsters 
Union and that the whole matter had been straigthened out. 

Following this, however, I received another visit from Mr. Coleman, who 
insisted that we return to Progressive. Mr. Coleman said that Marathon was 
not in the linen association and the association did not want its members losing 
business to nonmembers. 

Following this visit, I discussed the entire matter with my attorney, Mr. 
Glen R. Miller, who advised me that in the interests of continuing good relations 
with the Teamsters Union, we should give the business hack to Progressive. 
Accordingly, we canceled the Marathon contract at all but the original drugstore 
which was in the building owned by Mr. Nick Genematas. 


Mr. Kennepy. Who got the contract then ? 
Mr. Sautncer. Progressive got it back and still has it. 
(The full affidavit referred to follows :) 


AFFIDAVIT 
JULY 17, 1958. 
STATE OF MICHIGAN, 
County of Wayne, 88: 

I, William D. Downey, who resides at 207 Abbey Road, Birmingham, Mich.. 
make the following voluntary statement to Pierre Salinger, who has identified 
himself to me as an investigator for the Senate Select Committee on Improper 
Activities in the Labor or Management Field. This affidavit is not the result 
of either threat or promise and is made with the understanding that it may be 
read at a public session of the Senate Select Committee on Improper Activities 
in the Labor or Management Field. 

I am the president of the Kinsel Drug Co., Detroit, Mich., a chain which 
operates some 23 drugstores throughout the Detroit area. I have served as 
president of this company since March 1958 and, prior to that, I was vice 
president and have been associated with the management of Kinsel Drug Stores 
since 1935. 

For the last 10 years, the Kinsel Drug Co. has been obtaining its linen supplies 
from the Progressive Linen Co. Sometime in 1954 Kinsel’s acquired an inde- 
pendent drug company which was located in a building owned by Mr. Nick 
Genematas. Mr. Genematas is the proprietor of the Marathon-Bryant Linen 
Supply Co. The Marathon Linen Co. had been supplying the service to this inde- 
pendent drug company and, following our acquisition of the store, they continued 
to service it. Mr. Genematas sought to take over the service at the remainder of 
the Kinsel Drug Stores in the Detroit metropolitan area. Sometime in July of 
1954 they made an attractive proposal to us which included an overall 5 percent 
price reduction plus the delivery of the linens in individually wrapped packages. 
As a result of this offer, we signed a contract with Marathon Linen for a 2- 
year period. ‘ 

Following the signing of this contract, I took a vacation trip to Montana. In 
my absence, a call was made to my office by Mr. Morris Coleman, a business agent 
for local 337 of the Teamsters Union. Kinsel’s has union contracts with three 
unions, one of which is local 337 of the Teamsters, the others being the Hotel 
and Restaurant Workers Union and the Retail Clerks Union, local 876. Upon 
my return to Detroit, Mr. Coleman came to see me and told me that he wanted to 
have Kinsel’s return the linen service to Progressive Linen. Mr. Coleman stated 
that he did not want to see a price war start in the linen industry in Detroit 
because it would adversely affect the wages of the laundry drivers who were 
members of the Teamsters Union. I told Mr. Coleman that we had received @ 
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price differential which was attractive to the company and Mr. Coleman said 
they were not going to allow this. Following Mr. Coleman’s visit, I talked to the 
Marathon Linen Co. and was told that the price cut would in no way be reflected 
in the drivers’ earnings at Marathon. 

Mr. Coleman paid a second visit to me, this time in the company of Alex 
Nichamin, who is one of the owners of Progressive Linen. At this meeting, Mr. 
Coleman was adamant that we give the business back to Progressive. His state- 
ments to me were more than a request. 

Following this visit, I received a telephone call from Mr. Joseph Maiullo, who 
is the attorney for the Marathon-Bryant Linen Co. I told Mr. Maiullo about Mr. 
Coleman’s request that we give the service back to Progressive and he told me 
that he could straighten the whole problem out. He called me back later and 
told me that he had talked to Mr. James Hoffa of the Teamsters Union and that 
the whole matter had been straightened out. 

Following this, however, I received another visit from Mr. Coleman, who 
insisted that we return to Progressive. Mr. Coleman said that Marathon was 
not in the linen association and the association did not want its members losing 
business to nonmembers. 

Following this visit, I discussed the entire matter with my attorney, Mr. Glen 
R. Miller, who advised me that in the interests of continuing good relations with 
the Teamsters Union, we should give the business back to Progressive. Accord- 
ingly, we canceled the Marathon contract at all but the original drugstore which 
was in the building owned by Mr. Nick Genematas. 

I believe all the above statements to be the truth to the best of my knowledge. 


WILLIAM D. Downey. 


DororHy KEMNITz, 
Notary Public in and for Wayne County, Michigan. 

My commission expires August 19, 1961. 

The Cuarrman. What was the intimation or threat that apparently 
caused them to give it back ? 

Mr. Sauincer. I have some other documents here which bear directly 
on that, Senator. If I can go through these in chronoligeal order, I 
think it might give us a good picture on the situation. 

The Cuarrman. All right. I didn’t know what other documents 
you had, but there is a connection ? 

Mr. Satincer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Satrncer. Mr. Downey’s affidavit states that Mr. Maiullo had 
gotten in touch with Mr. Hoffa and the whole matter had been 
straightened out. As a matter of fact, on Friday, August 6, 1954, a 
meeting was held in Mr. Hoffa’s office at the Teamsters Union at which, 
among others, were present Mr. Hoffa, Mr. Bert Brennan, Mr. William 
Genematas, the son of the president, and Mr. Joe Maiulio, his 
attorney. 

This is a memorandum of the meeting which was made by Mr. 
William Genematas right following the meeting, and was found in 
the files of the Marathon Linen Co. pursuant to a subpena we served 
upon them. 

Mr. Hoffa told Mr. Maiullo that his only interest was to see that his men did 
not suffer any pay cut. 

That is the principal substance of this memorandum. 

The Cuarrman. That memorandum may be made exhibit No. 83. 

(Memorandum referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 83” for refer- 
ence and will be found in the appendix on p. 17695.) 

Mr. Sarrncer. If we can make the contract part of that also, sir, 


Biever contract signed between Marathon and the Kinsel Drug 
chain 
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The Cuarrman. You have already testified about that? 

Mr. Sauincer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuartrman. It will be made exhibit No. 83—A and the memoran- 
dum exhibit No. 82. 

(Contract referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 83—A” for refer- 
ence and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

Mr. Sauincer. A further memorandum found in the files of the 
same company, dated August 19, 1954, reflects two conversations, one 
between Mr. William Genematas and Mr. Downey, who made the 
affidavit, and the other between Mr. George, who was the manager of 
the Marathon Linen Co., Mr. Genematas, and Mr. Morris Coleman, 

In the first instance, Mr. Downey told Mr. Genematas that the rea- 
son they had enlisted Mr. Coleman in this matter was because— 
he had acted like a gentleman whenever Kinsel’s had negotiated with him for 
drivers and warehousemen contracts. In fact, Mr. Coleman had gone out of his 
way to help Kinsel’s in a difficult negotiation with a very radical agent of an- 
other local. Mr. Downey said he would like to return this favor if possible. 

Further on in this memorandum it reflects the fact that Mr. George 
and Mr. Genematas went to visit Mr. Coleman, who told them that he 
had talked to no one about this but Mr. Monroe Lake, of the Michigan 
Linen Supply Board of Trade. Mr. Lake had been identified as the 
executive secretary of the association. 

The Cuarrman. That may be made Exhibit No. 84. 

(Memorandum referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 84” for refer- 
ence and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

Mr. Sautincer. Of the following two memorandums, one is a letter 
from Mr. Genematas to Mr. Maiullo, and the second is a letter from 
Mr. Mauillo to Mr. Hoffa, reflecting the fact that the Marathon Linen 
Co., in order to meet Mr. Hoffa’s objections about the price cu 
negotiated a new contract with the Kinsel Drug chain which call 
for the exact same price that Progressive had paid. 

In other words, there was going to be no pay cut, so that no one could 
say that the drivers were going to get less money, because they were 
going ie charge them exactly the same as the previous supplier had 
charged. 

Ast the letter to Mr. Hoffa points out, Mr. Maiullo writes: 

I believe that the matter is now satisfactorily taken care of, and inasmuch as 
no member of any local in the joint council will suffer a reduction in wages 
because of the reduction in price, the union no longer has any interest in this 
matter and it will become a matter of exchange of business. 

However, the record shows that the union continues to have an 
interest in it through Mr. Coleman, because on September 17, 1954, 
the Marathon Linen Service Co received a notice of cancellation from 
the Kinsel Drug chain. 

The Cuamman. Let’s get those into the record. Do you have two 
letters? 

Mr. Sauincer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The two letters may be made exhibits 85-A and 
85-B, and the cancellation letter exhibit No. 85-C. 

(Documents referred to were marked “Exhibits 85-A, 85-B, and 
85-C” for reference and will be found in the Appendix on pp. 17696- 
17698. 

i sad Right after the cancellation, Mr. Maiullo again 
wrote a letter to Mr. Hoffa in which he stated the following, which I 
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think is significant in the question you asked a minute ago, Senator: 


On September 21, 1954, my son Joe had a conference with Mr. Glen R. Miller, 
attorney for Kinsel’s, with regard to the matter. Miller stated that Kinsel was 
reluctant to take the action it did, but was forced to, to avoid future union 
trouble. Miller further stated that Kinsel’s relationship with Coleman had 
always been harmonious in the past and to insure future harmony he advised 
Kinsel’s Mr. Bill Downey to accede to Coleman’s demand that Kinsel again do 
pusiness with Progressive Linen Co. 

The CuarrMan. That letter may be made exhibit No. 85-D. 

(Letter referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 85-D” for reference 
and will be found in the appendix on p. 17699.) ‘ 

The Cuarrman. Do I understand that Mr. Coleman had an interest 
inthis Progressive Linen Co. ? oe 

Mr. Sautincer. We have no indication that he had any interest in it. 
The implications of this correspondence and of the affidavit of Mr. 
Downey is that Mr. Coleman actively assisted the Progressive Linen 
Co., in getting the account of the Kinsel Drug Stores back from the 
Marathon Linen Co. and the further implication that he did so 
because the Marathon Linen Co. was outside of the association and the 
Progressive Linen Co. was inside the association. 

It is important to bear in mind that both the Progressive Linen Co. 
and the Marathon Linen Co. both have Teamster Union contracts, so it 
was not a question of preferring one company over another because 
one was union and the other nonunion. They were both union firms. 

When Mr. Downey says in his affidavit that Mr. Coleman made 
more than a request, a letter from Mr. Genematas to Mr. Hoffa on 
October 12, 1954, quotes Mr. Downey as saying that Mr. Coleman 
came to him after the meeting in Mr. Hoffa’s office, after which every- 
thing was supposed to have been settled, and said, “I don’t care what 
has happened. I want you to go back to Progressive, and now, not 
next week.” 

The Cuarman. Who said that? 

Mr. Satrncer. That is what Mr. Downey quoted Mr. Coleman as 
saying. 

“g Kennepy. The point of this is that this was after the meeting 
in Hoffa’s office where they made a complaint to Hoffa that Coleman 
was doing this, was trying to cost them business, and Hoffa said he 
would straighten it out. 

Shortly afterward, Coleman came back and said, “I don’t care what 
you think has been agreed to. You return the contract to Progressive.” 

Mr. Sauincer. Yes. In fact, the understanding of what Mr. Hoffa 
said to them was that his main objection was that if it was a price- 
cutting matter, he didn’t want the price war. But they had met that 
objection through the renegotiation of the new contract. 

So far as they were concerned, they met Mr. Hoffa’s objections. 
After that, Mr. Coleman still went back to Kinsel’s Drug Stores and 
told them he wanted them to change back to the Progressive Linen Co. 
Following that, Marathon attempted for 4 months to get in touch 
with Mr. Hoffa to get it straightened out. 

Finally, on September 28, 1954, Mr. Nick Genematas wrote a letter 
to Hoffa which stated in part: 


For the last 4 months my sons Bill and George and Anthony Maiullo have been 
trying to see you. They have written and received no answer. I am writing 
and sending it to your home as I want you to be sure you will receive it. 
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Your office has been a party in helping to destroy the free enterprise of America, 
A year ago, Kinsel Drug Stores, upon finding a Progressive Linen driver Stealing 
attempted to change suppliers. The suppliers he called refused to serve him. 
When he found Marathon would and could serve him, he changed over. After 
he had signed the contract, he was forced to break it and return to his origina) 
supplier. 

Your office was the cause of the contract being broken. The general opinion 
is that 30 pieces of silver have been used. No doubt you have been very busy 
with the international union and have not kept up with the happenings in Detroit, 


That is signed by Mr. Genematas, president of the Kinsel Drug Co, 

The CuatrmMan. That will be exhibit No. 86. 

(Letter referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 86” for reference and 
may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

Senator Curtis. Was there a reply to that letter ? 

Mr. Sarincer. There was no reply in the files, and I understand 
there was no reply to it. The fact of the matter is that the Kinsel 
Drug Stores today are doing business with the Progressive Linen Co, 

Mr. Kennepy. So it shows clearly that the union was used to inter. 
fere to obtain the business for the Progressive Co. ? 

Mr. Satincer. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Coleman was the instigator ? 

Mr. Saurncer. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the record also shows that despite the fact that 
this was all brought to the attention of Mr. Hoffa, no disciplinary 
action as far as the removal of Mr. Coleman was taken ? 

Mr. Sautrncer. No. As a matter of fact, Mr. Hoffa was quoted in 
one of his letters as telling Mr. Coleman not to have anything to do 
with it, and despite that, Mr. Coleman continued to do this. 

Mr. Kennepy. And it was all brought to Mr. Hoffa’s attention but 
nothing happened ? 

Mr. Sarincer. There are at least four or five letters to Mr. Hoffa, 
and we know of the meeting with Mr. Hoffa. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can you tell us about it, Mr. Coleman? 


TESTIMONY OF MORRIS COLEMAN, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
H. CLIFFORD ALLDER—Resumed 


Mr. Coteman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have your cigarette machines at the Progres- 
sive Linen Co., do you not? 

Mr. Coteman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. You also have your machine at the Commercial 
Carriers Co. ? 

Mr. Coteman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that was the company that set Mr. Hoffa and 
Mr. Brennan up in the trucking business, was it not ? 

Mr. Coteman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. According to the records, Mr. Kaplan, did we find 


that Mr. Coleman received some money from local 876 of the Retail 
Clerks ? 
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TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR G. KAPLAN—Resumed 


Mr. Karian. Yes, sir, in the year 1956. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now how much money did he receive ? 

Mr. Kapuan. $1,250. 

Mr. KENNEDY. He received a total of $1,250? 

Mr. Karuan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was at the same time you were working for 
the Teamsters Union. Would you tell us what you did with the 
1,250? 

: Mr. Coreman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was it a bribe of some kind ? 

Mr. Coteman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell us how you have been able to run 
the trucking company, get business for the Progressive Linen Co., 
run the Bruce Coffee Vending Co., run and help your wife operate 
the Bruce Vending Co., which runs these cigarette machines, help 
her by soliciting and obtaining locations, working on the books of 
account, and repairing machines, receiving money from the Retail 
Clerks, ‘and also being a full-time business. agent of the Teamsters? 
Would you tell us how you could do all those things? 

Mr. Coteman. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Are there any questions / 

Mr. Coleman, you will remain under your present subpena, subject 
to being recalled at such time as the committee may desire to hear 
you further, upon reasonable notice being given to you or your 
attorney. Do you accept such recognizance! 

Mr. Coteman. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Larry Welsh, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you 
shall give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Wexsu. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF LAWRENCE WELSH, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
H. CLIFFORD ALLDER 


The Cuamman. State your name, your place of residence, and 
your business or occupation. 

Mr. Weisu. My name is Lawrence Welsh. . I reside at 15851 Ever- 
green, Detroit, Mich. 

The Cuamman. Have you any sort of business or occupation? 

Mr. Wexsu. I respectfully decline to answer the question and exer- 
cise my privilege under the fifth amendment to the U.S. Constitution 
not to be a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Do you have counsel ? 

Mr. Wetsu. I do. 

The Cuatrman. Counsel, identify yourself. 

Mr. Auuper. H., Clifford ’Allder, Washington, D.C. 
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The Cnarmman. All right. 

You say you do have a business? I didn’t quite hear you. Did 
you say you had a business, or did you say you declined to answer? 

Mr. Auuper. He declined to answer, Senator. 

The Cuarmman. Are you engaged in some kind of business, pro- 
fession, occupation, or enterprise that, if you divulged the name of 
it or the nature of it, such name or nature of it you think or honestly 
believe might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Wetsu. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. I don’t know whether you understood the question, 

Will you repeat the question to him, Mr. Reporter ? 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Wetsu. I honestly feel that if I am forced to answer the ques- 
tion, I will be forced to be a witness against myself in violation of 
my rights under the U.S. Constitution. 

he Crarman. Then your answer is “Yes.” You could have 
answered it that way. 

Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Welsh, you are an employee and have been an 
employee since June 1952, and the recording secretary and organizer 
since August 1952, of Teamster Local 985; is that right? 

Mr. Wetsn. I respectfully decline to answer the question and exer- 
cise my privilege under the fifth amendment of the U.S. Constitution 
not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. For a crime committed while in the Army, you 
received a dishonorable discharge; is that right ? 

Mr. Wetsn. I respectfully decline to answer the question and exer- 
cise my privilege under the fifth amendment of the U.S. Constitution 
not to be a witness against myself. 

The CuatrMan. According to our information, you were convicted 
for sodomy and given a sentence for 5 years. Is that true or untrue? 

Mr. Wetsn. I respectfully decline to answer the question and exer- 
cise my privilege under the fifth amendment of the U.S. Constitution 
not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Welsh, we first became interested in your activi- 
ties when Ziggy Snyder, who was a Teamster Union official, founded 
or established a nonunion carwash in the city of Detroit. 

Do you know anything about that, the Fort Wayne Manor Auto 
Wash, which was operated nonunion ? 

Mr. Wetsn. I respectfully decline to answer the question and exer- 
cise my privilege under the fifth amendment of the U.S. Constitution 
not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. At the time he was operating the nonunion carwash, 
he was a union official operating on the docks in the city of Detroit 
for Local 299, and at the same time he had a docking company which 
was also operated as nonunion. He had also received a 20- to 40-year 
sentence in Jackson State Penitentiary for armed robbery. 

According to our information and the sworn testimony before the 
committee, you went to various companies and sought to get business 
for Ziggy Snyder’s nonunion carwash; is that right? 
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Mr. Wetsu. I respectfully decline to answer the question and exer- 
cise my privilege under the fifth amendment of the U.S. Constitution 
not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we had a witness appear before the 
committee who was working for Ziggy Snyder’s nonunion carwash 
by the name of J. B. Wadlington. Wadlington testified last year 
that the day before he came to Washington, for an 1114-hour day he 
received $1.60, and that his weekly wage at Ziggy Snyder’s carwash 
would average between $6 and $7 and possibly up to $12 a week. 

Isthat correct, Mr. Welsh? 

Mr. Wetsn. I respectfully decline to answer the question and exer- 
cise my privilege under the fifth amendment of the U.S. Constitution 
not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. William John Neff, manager of the Patent Garage, 
testified that soon after the Fort Wayne Manor Auto Wash appeared, 
he received a call from you, of Local 985, and you told him that some 
of your friends were opening a carwash, and that you wanted him 
to send the Patent Garage cars there to be washed. Is that right? 

Mr. Wetsu. I respectfully decline to answer the question and ex- 
ercise my privilege under the fifth amendment of the U.S. Constitution 
not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he told you at that time he was satisfied with 
the service he was getting from the Cass Auto Wash; is that — 

Mr. Wetsu. I respectfully decline to answer the question and ex- 
ercise my privilege under the fifth amendment of the U.S. Constitution 
not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And shortly after that a picket line appeared, a 
picket line of Local 985 appeared in front of the Cass Auto Wash; 
isthat right ? 

Mr. We sn. I respectfully decline to answer the question and ex- 
ercise my privilege under the fifth amendment of the U.S. Constitution 
not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. He said that shortly afterwards you then phoned 
him again and told him not to send his cars to the Cass Auto Wash 
because there was a picket line on the place, and again suggested 
that he send his cars to the Fort Wayne Manor Auto Wash of Ziggy 
Snyder; is that right? 

r. WexsH. I respectfully decline to answer the question and ex- 
ercise my privilege under the fifth amendment of the U.S. Constitution 
not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. We also had testimony from Bernard Bialkin, of 
the Cass Auto Wash, in connection with this matter. 

Do you know Bernard Bialkin, in front of whose business a picket 
line from the Local 985 was established ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Wetsu. I respectfully decline to answer the question and ex- 
ercise my privilege under the fifth amendment of the U.S. Constitution 
not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Your brother operates a trucking company, does 
henot, Mr. Welsh, Joseph Welsh ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Kennepy. And he also operated a vending company up until 
November of 1958 called the J. M. Welsh—no, the S. & W. Vending 
Co. of Pleasant Avenue, St. Clair Shores, Mich.; is that right? 

Mr. We sn. I respectfully decline to answer the question and ex- 
ercise my privilege under the fifth amendment of the U.S. Constitution 
not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the information we have is that this company 
was operated nonunion. Isthat right? 

Mr. Wetsu. I respectfully decline to answer the question and ex- 
ercise my privilege under the fifth amendment of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. We also understand you were distributing these 
weighing scales during 1953. Is that correct? 

Mr. Atiper. He didn’t hear the question, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. That you were operating a company which had some 
100 Mills vending scales during the period of 1953. 

Mr. We su. I respectfully decline to answer the question and ex- 
ercise my privilege under the fifth amendment of the U.S. Constitution 
not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Kaplan, did Mr. Welsh state to you in an 
interview that he had Mills vending scales? 


TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR G. KAPLAN—Resumed 


Mr. Kapuan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy. He said he had approximately 100 of them? 

Mr. Kapuan. Yes, sir. That he had organized the company and 
that he had been familiar with scale operations at the time he had 
joined 985, and that he had told Mr. Bufalino about this route. Then 
im response to questions as to whether he still had the route, he said 
he had sold it. We tried to determine who had been the purchaser 
and he said all he could remember was that it was a man from Ar- 
kansas, and that he sold a few locally. 

Mr. Kennepy. We had the testimony of Carl Hopkins, Mr. Welsh, 
that he received a call from you that you wanted him to buy some of 
these gum machines, and you offered to sell him the machines for $20 
each and he did purchase them. Is that right? 


TESTIMONY OF LAWRENCE WELSH, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
H. CLIFFORD ALLDER—Resumed 


Mr. Wetsu. I respectfully decline to answer the question and ex- 
ercise my privilege under the fifth amendment of the U.S. Constitution 
not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Krennepy. Have you done any work for Mr. Angelo Meli, Mr. 
Welsh? 

Mr. Wetsu. I respectfully decline to answer the question and ex- 
ercise my privilege under the fifth amendment of the U.S. Constitution 
not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have had testimony that you have gone around 
and have been the muscleman for local 985, you have gone around 
and threatened car wash owners that they better join the union or 
otherwise a picket line will be placed in front of them? 
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Mr. Wetsu. I respectfully decline to answer the question and ex- 
ercise my privilege under the fifth amendment of the U.S. Constitution 
not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the fact that you were not interested in the 
employees is shown by the testimony of Mrs. Anderson this morning, 
and the testimony that we had about you last year in connection with 
your trying to get business for Snyder’s nonunion car wash; isn’t that 
correct ? 

Mr. Wetsu. I respectfully decline to answer the question and ex- 
ercise my privilege under the fifth amendment of the U.S. Constitution 
not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And despite the development of these facts, you 
stil] remain a union official with local 985 ? 

Mr. Wetsu. I respectfully decline to answer the question and exer- 
cise my privilege under the fifth amendment of the U.S. Constitution 
not to be a witness against myself. 

The CuarrMan. What is his position ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Recording secretary of local 985. 

The CHarrmMan. You will remain under your present subpena sub- 
ject to being recalled at such time as the committee may desire to have 
further testimony from you. 

Do you agree to such recognizance upon receiving reasonable notice 
of time and place when the committee desires to hear you ? 

Mr. WEtsH. Yes, sir, I do. 

The CHarrMAn. Stand aside. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Cecil Watts. 

The CuairMAn. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Warts. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF CECIL WATTS, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
H. CLIFFORD ALLDER 


The CHarrMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Warrs. Cecil Watts, 18707 Lindsay, Detroit, Mich. 

The Cuairman. Have you any business or occupation ? 

Mr. Warts. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. How would it incriminate you ? 

Mr. Warts. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lievemy answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. If you told how it would incriminate you, it would 
incriminate you; is that right ? 

Mr. Warts. It respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Do you have a lawyer ? 

Mr. Warts. I do. 

The Cuatrman. What is his name? 

Mr. Warts. H. Clifford Allder. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. Proceed. 

Senator Curtis. Did you provide your own attorney or did the union 
provide the attorney ? 
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Mr. Warts. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman, I insist the witness answer the 
question. 4 

The CyHarrman. Under the rules of the committee, you are on] 
permitted to have an attorney here of your choice. If you didn’t pro. 
vide him, the attorney will be excused. 

Did you provide yourself an attorney ? 

Senator Curtis. He took the fifth amendment on the question. 

Mr. Warts. Yes. : 

The CHamman. You provided your own attorney ; is that right? 

Mr. Warts. I said yes. 

The Cuarman. Let’ssay itso I can hear you. 

You did provide your own attorney ? 

Mr. Warts. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Now, do you feel incriminated ? 

Mr. Watts. No. 

The CuarrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Watts is a business agent for Teamster Local 
337 and has been for some 13 years. 

Isthat right, Mr. Watts? 

Mr. Warts. 1 respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Prior to that, he was a business agent for the Cul- 
inary Workers and for a period of time he was—at least, the records 
of local 349 of the International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers 
in Miami, the coin machine union down there, show that Watts was a 
member and was employed by the Master Music Corp. 

Ts that right ? 

Mr. Warts. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. That company was run by the wife of James Pass- 
anante, who was a partner of Angelo Meli at a much earlier time in the 
Detroit jukebox operation. 

You have one conviction and a number of arrests. You were con- 
victed in 1946 for conspiracy, Mr. Watts? 

Mr. Warts. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. On the morning of January 23, 1950, an employee 
of the Music Systems, Inc., George Kelly, identified you as the indi- 
vidual throwing a bolt through the window of the company. 

Did you do that ? 

Mr. Warts. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. He secured your license plate number and gave chase 
and was able to identify you as the occupant of the car. 

Subsequently, the assistant prosecuting attorney for Wayne County 
refused to have a warrant issued for you. Isthat right? 

Mr. Warts. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. On the ground that the witness had not seen the 
bolt actually leaving your hand; is that correct ? 

Mr. Warts. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Isn’t it correct that the assistant prosecuting at- 
torney is also a business partner of William Bufalino, or has been a 
business partner of William Bufalino? 

Mr. Warts. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. I will strike that. 

The partner of the prosecuting attorney was a business partner of 
Mr. Bufalino; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Warts. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Isn’t it also correct that you have owned a number 
of jukebox routes yourself? 

Mr. Kaplan, what have we found as far as Mr. Watts is concerned ? 


TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR G. KAPLAN—Resumed 


Mr. Kaptan. Mr. Watts has had several jukebox coin machine and 
game operations under his wife’s name, from at least 1953 on to the 
present. Ife has used several different names for these companies. 

Mr. Kennepy. From 1953 to 1958, Ruth’s Music, which was 
jukeboxes ? 

Mr. Karpian. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. 1953 to 1955, R & C Coin Machine Co., and up to 
1957, Ruth’s Ski Ball Machine; is that right ? 

Mr. Kapian. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Those are the companies? 

Mr. Kapitan. And also Variety Music, which was being formed at 
theend of 1958, after this investigation had started. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you tell us anything about your companies? 


TESTIMONY OF CECIL WATTS, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
H. CLIFFORD ALLDER—Resumed 


Mr. Warts. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, it is correct that your companies are not or- 
ganized, isn’t that right, Mr. Watts? 

Mr. Warts. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly be- 
lieve my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Despite all the effort in behalf of these other com- 
panies, to try to get others organized, you don’t have any sticker on 
your own machines; isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Warrs. I respectfully decline to answer because I honestly I 
believe my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have some documents to put in, 
but I guess we can’t do it. 

The CHatrman. We will put them in Monday. 

The witness will remain under his present subpena, subject to being 
recalled at such time as the committee may desire further testimony 
from him. Reasonable notice will be given your attorney. 

Do you accept that recognizance ? 


Mr. Warrs. I do. 
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The Cuarrman. All right. : 
The committee will stand in recess in public session until next 
Tuesday morning at 11 a.m. | 
We will now resolve the committee into an executive session. 
(Members of the select committee present at time of recess: Sena- 
tors McClellan and Curtis.) 


(Whereupon, at 4:40 p.m., the select committee recessed, to recon- . 
vene at 11 a.m., Tuesday, April 14, 1959.) 
t 
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INVESTIGATION OF IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE 
LABOR OR MANAGEMENT FIELD 


TUESDAY, APRIL 14, 1959 


U.S. Senate, 
SELEcT CoMMITTEE ON LvprRoreR ACTIVITIES 
IN THE Lapor oR MANAGEMENT FIELD, 
Washington, D.C. 

The select committee met at 1:40 p.m., pursuant to Senate Resolu- 
tion 44, agreed to February 2, 1959, in the caucus room, Senate Office 
Building, Senator John L. McClellan (chairman of the select com- 
mittee) presiding. 

Present: Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Sena- 
tor Barry Goldwater, Republican, Arizona; Senator Carl T. Curtis, 
Republican, Nebraska; Senator Homer E. Capehart, Republican, 
Indiana. 

Also, present: Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel; Walter R. May, 
assistant counsel; John P. Constandy, assistant counsel; Arthur G. 
Kaplan, assistant counsel; Robert EK. Manuel, assistant counsel; 
Sherman S. Willse, investigator; Pierre E. G. Salinger, investi- 
gator; Walter C. De Vaughn, investigator; B. Franklin Herr, Jr., 
investigator ; Ruth Young Watt, chief clerk. 

The CuarrmMan. The committee will be in order. 

(Members of the select committee present at the convening of the 
session were Senators McClellan and Capehart. ) 

The CHarrman. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Tocco is the next witness, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Tocco. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF SAMUEL J. TOCCO, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
FRANK CARAVAGLIA 


The Cuairman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation, please. 

Mr. Tocco. My name is Samuel J. Tocco. I live at 4108 Harvard 
Road, Detroit, Mich. My place of business is a soda and delicatessen 
in East Detroit. 

The Cuatrman. Did you state the nature of your business? 

Mr. Tocco. Delicatessen, sir. 

The Cuairman. Do you have counsel? 

Mr. Counsel, identify yourself for the record. 
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Mr. Caravacuia. My name is Frank Caravaglia. My business ad- 
dress is 2610 David Scott Building, Detroit, Mich. 

The CHatrmMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Tocco, you were in the coin-machine business 
for a period of time, were you? 

Mr. Tocco. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You specifically were first in the coin-machine busi- 
ness in the Bilvin Distributing Co. ? 

Mr. Tocco. Will you repeat that ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you first in the coin-machine business in the 
Bilvin Distributing Co. ? 

Mr. Tocco. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was back at the end of 1945 or early 1946? 

Mr. Tocco. About that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, how much money did you invest in that 
company ? 

Mr. Tocco. Approximately $25,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who else was in the company with you? 

Mr. Tocco. William E. Bufalino. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was anybody else in the company other than your- 
self and Bufalino? 

Mr. Tocco. No, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy. Now, you invested $25,000 and how much did Mr, 
Bufalino invest ? 

Mr. Tocco. Well, I would assume he invested an equal amount. 

Mr. Kennepy. To the best of your knowledge then, he invested also 
$25,000 ? 

Mr. Tocco. I believe he did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that what you understand he invested, $25,000? 

Mr. Tocco. Either $20,000 or $25,000, and I don’t recall exactly. 

Mr, Kennepy. You were equal partners? 

Mr. Tocco. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you two ran the company ? 

Mr. Tocco. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, where did you obtain your $25,000? 

Mr. Tocco. I borrowed my $25,000 from two relatives and one 
friend. 

Mr. Kennepy. Specifically from whom did you borrow the money? 

Mr. Tocco. I borrowed some money from my uncle Frank Cusmano. 

Mr, Kennepy. Is that C-u-s-m-a-n-o? 

Mr. Tocco. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much money did you borrow from him? 

Mr. Tocco. $9,500. 

Mr. Kennepy. By check or by cash? 

Mr. Tocco. Iam not certain, but I believe it was cash. 

Mr. Kennepy. You got $9,500 in cash from him. Did you give him 
a note for that? 

Mr. Tocco. My uncle wouldn’t take a note for it. 

Mr. Kennepy. From whom did you get the rest of the money ? 

Mr. Tocco. I borrowed $5,000 from another uncle. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was his name? 

Mr. Tocco. Samuel Viviano. 

Mr. Kennepy. V-i-v-i-a-n-o? 








IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 17597 


Mr. Tocco. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was by check or cash ? 

Mr. Tocco. By cash. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you give him a note? 

Mr. Tocco. He wouldn’t accept it. 

Mr. Kennepy. So that is $14,500. Where did you get the rest of 
the money ¢ 

Mr. Tocco. I borrowed $5,000 from a friend of mine. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was his name? 

Mr. Tocco. James Signorello. 

Mr. Kennepy. S-i-g-n-o-r-e-]-l-o; is that right? 

Mr. Tocco. I believe that is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that check or cash ? 

Mr. Tocco. That was cash. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you give him a note? 

Mr. Tocco. He woakin' accept it either. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where did the rest of the money come from ? 

Mr. Tocco. I had it, my own money, the balance. 

Mr. Kennepy. About $5,000? 

Mr. Tocco. About $5,000, roughly. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you obtain that from a bank account or where ? 
Where did you get that money ? 

Mr. Tocco. Well, I had it and I don’t know whether I had it in a 
savings account or whether I had been saving it right along, but I had 
a few dollars and that part of the investment in the company was 
my own money, and I had it one way or the other. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that check or cash, your own money ¢ 

Mr. Tocco. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now that is the only money that was invested in this 
company ¢ 

Mr. Tocco. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now did anybody else make any loans to this com- 
pany, the Bilvin Distributing Co. ? 

Mr. Tocco. Well, the corporation borrowed some money. 

Mr. Kennepy. From whom did they borrow the money ? 

Mr. Tocco. To the best of my recollection, we borrowed what I 
believe was $20,000 from a man named John Priziola. 

Mr. Kennepy. John Priziola? 

Mr. Tocco. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who arranged for you to borrow the money, the 
$20,000, from John Priziola? 

Mr. Tocco. I know Mr. Priziola and I don’t remember exactly 
whether I arranged to borrow it or whether my partner did, but I 
know I may have. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you arrange to borrow the money from Mr. 
Priziola ? 

Mr. Tocco. I can’t be certain, sir, it has been so long I don’t 
remember. 

Mr. Kennepy. You don’t know who made the arrangements with 
Mr. Priziola? 

Mr. Tocco. Either I or my partner. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, you remember, were you on such a relationship 
or did you have such a relationship with Mr. Priziola that would per- 
mit you to go and borrow $20,000 from him ? 
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Mr. Tocco. I believe I could have borrowed it from him. 

Mr. Kennepy. I understood, or at least when I talked to you earlier, 
that you didn’t know Mr. Priziola that well and that the loan had 
been made by your partner, Mr. Bufalino. 

Mr. Tocco. Mr. Kennedy, you evidently misunderstood me. I did 
know Mr. Piziola, and I believe I knew him well enough to borrow the 
money and whether I borrowed it or not or whether my partner did it, 
ITamnotcertain. I may have talked to him about it once or twice, and 
my partner may have started to talk to him about it on another 
occasion, and I don’t know. We may both have been there at one time 
to borrow the money. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the interest that you paid to Mr. Priziola? 

Mr. Tocco. That. is something I don’t know. I am sure our ae- 
countant would know something about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he give you the money in the form of cash 
or check ? 

Mr. Tocco. I don’t remember whether we got it in cash or in the 
form of a check. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was your conversation with Mr. Priziola about 
the $20,000 ? 

Mr. Tocco. No, Mr. Kennedy, I don’t remember that. 

Mr. Kennepy. You don’t remember that? 

Mr. Tocco. No, sir, I don’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. You don’t remember whether it was in the form of a 
check or cash ? 

Mr. Tocco. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you receive, or did the company or corporation 
receive a loan from anybody else other than Mr. Priziola? 

Mr. Tocco. I believe we may have, maybe, borrowed some money 
from two individuals or worked out some kind of a deal whereas when 
we purchased our company, which involved some routes and they 
would take over the routes as payment for loans. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who were these two individuals? 

Mr. Tocco. If I remember correctly, sir, one of them was a man by 
the name of Nicholas Ditta. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you make these arrangements with Mr. Ditta? 
Mr. Tocco. I don’t remember whether I made them or my partner 
did. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the arrangement, or what were the ar- 
rangements? How much was he to advance? 

Mr. Tocco. I don’t remember specific amounts, and it might have 
been $19,000 or $15,000, and I am not sure, and I don’t remember. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was the other individual? 

Mr. Tocco. Well, there was a man who we called Dilogario, or 
Georgio, or something like that, and I don’t recall the name. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much money did you get from him? 

Mr. Tocco. Approximately $15,000, and I am not sure, and it may 
have been $15,000 or $12,000 or $18,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who made the arrangements with Dilberto? 

Mr. Tocco. I don’t recall making them with him, and I may have. 
But I don’t recall whether I did or not. 

Mr. Kennepy. If you didn’t make the arrangements with Mr. Ditta 
or Mr. Dilberto, who would have made these arrangements? 
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Mr. Tocco. If I didn’t make them, my partner would have, and I 
don’t recall and I may have had something to do with it, but I am not 


re. 

Mr. Kexnxpr. How much money did Mr. Dilberto put up? 

Mr. Tocco. As I say, sir, I don’t recall exactly, and in the neigh- 
porhood of $15,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that by check or by cash? 

Mr. Tocco. Sir, I wouldn’t remember. 

Mr. KenNepy. Did Mr. Ditta put his money by check or by cash? 

Mr. Tocco. I wouldn’t remember that either, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Ditta put up how much ? 

Mr. Tocco. I don’t know. As I say, I think in the neighborhood of 
$15,000, or maybe it was $12,000, or maybe $17,000, and I don’t recall. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Dilberto put up how much? 

Mr. Tocco. I would say pretty much the same amount, and I don’t 
know for sure. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you at all familiar with the backgrounds of 
Mr. Ditta, or Mr. Dilberto? 

Mr. Tocco. No, what do you mean by that, Mr. Kennedy ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, did you know if they had any criminal records? 

Mr. Tocco. No, sir, I had no way of knowing whether they would 
have acriminal record or not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Ditta had been arrested 20 times and were 
you aware of that? 

Mr. Tocco. No, sir, I was not. 

Mr. Kennepy. He had been convicted once for violation of the 
State gambling law, but he had been arrested six different times for 
armed robbery, once for assault with intent to kill, once for murder 
and once for grand larceny. 

Mr. Tocco. It is all news to me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know Mr. Dilberto’s background? 

Mr. Tocco. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know he had been arrested 38 times? 

Mr. Tocco. No, I had not. 

Mr. Kennepy. And convicted eight times? 

Mr. Tocco. No, sir, I didn’t know that. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you went to get this money, did you have 
any conversations with them about obtaining this money, that you 
can remember ¢ 

Mr. Tocco. If I borrowed the money from the man, and I don’t 
recall how much I had to do with that. It has been quite some time, 
I certainly wouldn’t have any conversations about the man’s record. 

Mr. KenNepy. Maybe I misunderstood you again, Mr. Tocco, but 
didn’t you say, when I talked to you earlier, that you didn’t know 
= pulberto, and you hadn’t heard that name and you didn’t know 

im ? 

Mr. Tocco. Not by that name, and the name doesn’t strike me. 

Mr. Kennepy. What name did you know him by? 

Mr. Tocco. I don’t recall, but the name itself doesn’t strike a 
familiar chord, unless it may have been pronounced differently. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who loaned the money to the corporation, then? 
In what name was the money loaned, if it wasn’t in the name of 
Dilberto ? 
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Mr. Tocco. I don’t recall, sir. I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the company give any evidences of any debt 
in the case of Mr. Dilberto or in the case of Mr. Ditta? 

Mr. Tocco. Whoever we borrowed money from, I am sure it is q 
matter of record and should be on the books. However, it is written 
out and the names are spelled, they should be there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know anything about that? 

Mr. Tocco. I recall that we borrowed some money from different 
pore as I say. But exactly how they pronounce their names or 
now they were spelled, I don’t recall. That should be a matter of 
record, however. 

Mr. Kennepy. If you are going to borrow $20,000 from some- 
body or $15,000 from somebody, I would think that you would have 
that much information at least. Maybe you wouldn’t know that they 
had been arrested 38 times and convicted 8 times, but you would at 
least know their names. 

Mr. Tocco. At the time I am sure I would have known how their 
names were spelled. We are talking about 1945, probably, and this 
is 1959, Mr. Kennedy. It is quite a ways back. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who were the salesmen in Wayne County, in De- 
troit, for the company ? 

Mr. Tocco. Well we had several salesmen. First of all, we had a 
man, I think his name was Clegg. I believe that is the way he spelled 
his last name. I don’t remember exactly now. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was his first name—Mr. Clegg’s? 

Mr. Tocco. The best that I can recall it was either Harold or Harry, 
or something like that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Harold Clegg? 

Mr. Tocco. Sir? 

Mr. Kennepy. Harold Clegg? 

Mr. Tocco. It might have been Harold or Howard. I am not sure 
of the first name, but it sounds something like that. I am not positive. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he the only salesman ? 

Mr. Tocco. We had several salesmen, Mr. Kennedy. I think our 
sales staff consisted, if you included me and my partner, of probably 
eight or nine people. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who were the salesmen in Wayne County, the city 
of Detroit? 

Mr. Tocco. One of them, as I say, was this man named Clegg. 

Mr. Kennepy. Incidentally, his name is C-]-e-g-g. 

Mr. Tocco. C-l-e-g-g? 

Mr. Kennepy. Right. 

Mr. Tocco. That is right. I believe that is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who else did you have? 

Mr. Tocco. We had a man named Fred Zimmerman. 

Mr. Kennepy. In the city of Detroit ? 

Mr. Tocco. He handled the West Side and part of the western side 
of the State. 

Mr. Kennepy. In the city of Detroit who did you have? 

Mr. Tocco. Well, if you want to include Dearborn and so on, High- 
land Park, which we considered Detroit for sales matters, he handled 
part of that. That wasa man named Fred Zimmerman. 

Mr. Kennepy. Go ahead. 
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Mr. Tocco. John Priziola was a salesman. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is the same gentleman that you mentioned 
earlier. 

Mr. Tocco. He is the gentleman, that is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was asalesman where ? 

Mr. Tocco. The eastern side of Detroit, and one county north of 
Detroit, I believe, or a county and a half. 

Mr. Kennepy. John Priziola ? 

Mr. Tocco. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And who hired John Priziola as a salesman ? 

Mr. Tocco. Either I or my partner. I don’t remember now which 
of the two hired him. 

Mr. Kennepy. He has been identified before this committee as one 
of the biggest handlers of narcotics in the United States. 

Mr. Tocco. I read that in the paper this morning, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you remember who hired him—John Priziola? 

Mr. Tocco. I don’t recall. I may have hired him or my partner 
may have. As I say, you are talking about 1945, and we are up almost 
to the 60’s now, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he a pretty good salesman ? 

Mr. Tocco. If I remember correctly, I think he sold quite a few 
machines. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much money did he receive? 

Mr. Tocco. He received a weekly salary, just like the rest of the 
salesmen. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who were your other salesmen ? 

Mr. Tocco. We had a man named 

Mr. Kennepy. In Detroit now. 

Mr. Tocco. Yes, that is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who else did you have? 

Mr. Tocco. We had a man named Ted Parker, who spent some 
time in Detroit, though not always, and Mr. Meli, Angelo Meli. 

Mr. Kennepy. Angelo Meli? 

Mr. Tocco. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was a salesman? 

Mr. Tocco. He certainly was. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much did you pay him for doing sales work? 

Mr. Tocco. His pay was the same as any other salesman who was 
doing the equivalent work. He was paid by the week. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much was he paid? 

Mr. Tocco. Probably $125, $150, I don’t know exactly. 

Mr. Kennepy. Under whose control was he operating, Angelo 
Meli? 

Mr. Tocco. I don’t understand the question. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who would give him his instructions as a salesman ? 

Mr. Tocco. Either I or my partner. 

Mr. Kennepy. So John Priziola and Angelo Meli would show up 
in the morning and you or Bufalino would tell them where to go 
and what you wanted done? 

Mr. Tocco. I certainly would, or my partner. Either one. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who hired Mr. Angelo Meli? 

Mr. Tocco. Probably his nephew. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Bufalino? 
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Mr. Tocco. I would say. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was hea pretty good salesman, too? 

Mr. Tocco. I would think so, because the man has a great deal of 
experience in the phonograph business, more than I had at the time 
certainly. I think he was probably the best known operator in the 
city when he was operating. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he a good salesman ? 

Mr. Tocco. Yes, very good. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he go out to these various locations, these bars 
and taverns, and try to get your machines in? 

Mr. Tocco. No, sir. We didn’t call on bars and taverns. We 
called on operators who bought our equipment. They, in turn, placed 
them in locations. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he went and did that kind of work for you? 

Mr. Tocco. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had you known that he had been listed as Public 
Enemy No. 1 in the city of Detroit for a period of time? 

Mr. Tocco. No,I had not. Frankly, I don’t believe that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Bufalino hired him, though ? 

Mr. Tocco. He is his nephew. I imagine he did; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, did he or did he not? Did you? 

Mr. Tocco. He probably did. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, did you? Let us pin it down. Did you? 

Mr. Tocco. I can’t be certain. It has been so long. I might have 
said something about hiring his uncle because he is a man with a vast 
experience in the coin-machine field and he would be an asset to us. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us if Angelo Meli was a salesman why 
his salary does not appear on the books of the Bilvin Co. ? 

Mr. Tocco. I have no idea that they don’t. I can’t understand that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, could I call Mr. Kaplan in that con- 
nection and ask him a question ? 

The Cuarrman. All right. He has been previously sworn. 


TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR G. KAPLAN—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Have you reviewed the books and records of the 
Bilvin Distributing Co. ? 

Mr. Kaptan. Yes, sir, I have. 

Mr. Kennepy. Does Mr. Angelio Meli appear as a salesnian for 
the Bilvin Distributing Co. and draw pay as a salesman? 

Mr. Kaptan. No, sir. His name does not appear on the books or 
the records of the company. That is, during the entire period of time 
that the company was in existence. 


TESTIMONY OF SAMUEL J. TOCCO, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
FRANK CARAVAGLIA—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Can you explain that to us? 

Mr. Tocco. No, sir, I can’t. I can’t understand why his name 
doesn’t appear. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Hammergren, who was vice president of the 
Wurlitzer Co., said that he operated with the understanding that Mr. 
Angelo Meli was the one that was really operating this company. 
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Mr. Tocco. That might have been his understanding, but he was 
certainly wrong. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was wrong? 

Mr. Tocco. I hope to tell you. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was just a plain salesman? 

Mr. Tocco. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was hired for $125 a week? 

Mr. Tocco. That is correct, sir. Probably to help his nephew, 
maybe; a little bit. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Meli loan any money to the Bilvin Dis- 
tributing Co. ? 

Mr. Tocco. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you think you would know about it if he had 
loaned some money ? 

Mr. Tocco. I would think so. 

Mr. Krennepy. The people that you mentioned are the only ones 
that, according to your understanding, loaned any money to the 
Bilvin Distributing Co. ? 

Mr. Tocco. To the best of my recollection, that is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell the committee how these various 
individuals were repaid for the money that they loaned to the 
company ¢ 

Mr. Tocco. Well, to the best of my recollection, right after we 
purchased the Morgan Distributing Co., Mr. Bufalino and I, I believe 
that the persons who had—if you want to call it a loan, first of all, Mr. 
Kennedy, if you want to call it a loan, and that part of it I am not 
too clear on myself at this time. 

If we did obtain money from people, I am pretty sure it was with 
the understanding that they were interested in operating phonograph 
routes, and in order for us to buy the previous distributor of Wurlitzer 
phonographs in the Michigan area, we had to buy the entire business, 
routes and wholesale division as well. 

We may have bought the whole thing, and these people may have 
been interested in the routes. We may have turned the routes over 
to them at market value and they may have made up the difference 
to us, or if the money they had loaned us was more than the routes 
was worth, we may have had to give them a little money. 

Mr. Krennepy. How did you repay them, then? How did you 
repay John Priziola, for instance ? 

Mr. Tocco. Probably out of the profits that came out of our com- 
pany. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know how you repaid ? 

Mr. Tocco. No; I don’t recall that exactly how we paid the man. 
Tam sure we paid him ? 

Mr. Kennepy. How did you repay the people from whom you made 
the loans, your uncle? Did you repay Frank Cusmano? 

Mr. Tocco. Certainly I repaid him. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you pay him in cash or by check? 

Mr. Tocco. I am not sure. I can’t say, but I paid him, either cash 
orcheck. I am not positive. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where did you get the money to repay him that? 

Mr. Tocco. Part of my profits from the company, sir, my share 
of the profits from the company. 
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Mr. Krnnepy. How about your uncle, James Signorello? 

Mr. Tocco. James Signorello is not my uncle. He is a friend of 
mine. 

Mr. Kennepy. The $5,000 you got from him, did you repay him? 

Mr. Tocco. I certainly did. 

Mr. Kennepy. By check or by cash ? 

Mr. Tocco. I can’t recall, Mr. Kennedy. It is some time ago, I 
think it may have been c: ash, but I can’t recall. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you pay that ina lump sum ? 

Mr. Tocco. Mr. Signorello, I am fairly certain, paid all at one time, 


As for my uncles, 7 am not sure whether I paid them in one install- 
ment or two. 


Mr. Kennepy. How about Samuel Viviano? 

Mr. Tocco. He is my uncle. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did you pay him? 

Mr. Tocco. As I say, I can’t recall whether I paid him at one time 
or two or three and whether I paid him in cash or checks. I am not 
positive. 

Mr. Kennepy. You paid that out of the profits of the company? 

Mr. Tocco. My share of the profits of the company, Mr. Kennedy, 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know Mr. Harry Graham ? 

Mr. Tocco. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did Mr. Harry Graham have to do with this 
company ¢ 

Mr. Tocco. What company, Mr. Kennedy ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Bilvin Distributing Co. 

Mr. Tocco. As far as I know, not very much. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he have anything to do with it? 

Mr. Tocco. No, not that I can recall. I knew Harry Graham when 
he was a distributor and I talked to him several times because I became 
interested in the coin machine field. I really don’t recall. Imay have 
put him on after I bought Martin Balenseifer out, my partner and I. 

After I bought age se I may have put him on for a month asa 

salesman to he ‘Ip me. sally don’t recall. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was ‘he an influential figure in this business? 

Mr. Tocco. As far as I was concerned, he was one of the top men 
in Detroit in the coin machine field. I thought he knew all the 
answers. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have some information from him that the fran- 
chise was first obtained—I want to ask you about this first. When 
the franchise was first obtained it was obtained by Angelo Meli, Papa 
John Priziola, and a man by the name of Wilbur Bye, who was later 
a partner of Meyer Lansky. Would you make a comment on that? 

Mr. Tocco. Would you repeat the last name, please ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Wilbur Bye. That the franchise was obtained ina 
meeting of Angelo Meli, Papa John Priziola, and Wilbur Bye. 

Mr. Tocco. Do you mean before I bought the company / 

Mr. Kennepy. At the time the company was up for purchase and 
the arrangements were made with Mr. Hammergren. 

Mr. Tocco. To buy the company ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Tocco. I bought it from Martin Balenseifer. I don’t know 
what happened between. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Angelo Meli and Papa John Priziola make 
the arrangements for you to purchase the company ? 

Mr. Tocco. No, sir, Mr. Kennedy. I make my own arrangements 
when I want to buy a company. 

Mr. Kennepy. But had the arrangements been made prior to that 
time with the Wutlitzer Co. by Angelo Meli and John Priziola? 

Mr. Tocco. I don’t see why. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were they in fact made ? 

Mr. Tocco. I don’t see why. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you discuss this at all with Angelo Meli prior 
to the time you purchased it ? 

Mr. Tocco. I had not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had Mr. Bufalino to your knowledge, discussed it 
with them ? 

Mr. Tocco. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have no information about that ? 

Mr. Tocco. I do not, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you go up and see Mr. Hammergren yourself in 
connection with the purchase of this company ? 

Mr. Tocco. I don’t remember whether I spoke to Mr. Hammergren. 
I made three or four trips to the Wurlitzer plant in north Tona- 
wanda, N.Y., previous to my purchasing the company. I don’t know 
whether I talked to a man named Hammergren or not. As I recall, 
and as I told your Mr. May, to the best of my recollection I talked to 
aman named Bugler or Windler or something like that, and some 
other man. 

Mr. Kennepy. Let me just read you a paragraph that I have from 
an affidavit of Harry Graham in which he stated—and then I will 
ask you if you have any comment— 

I am well acquainted with Milton “Mike” Hammergren, having first met him 
when he was in charge of the Wurlitzer retail sales and was resident in Chocago. 
My acquaintanceship wth Hammergren was widely known, and I believe it is 
because of this that I was approached by Angelo Meli some time toward the 


end of 1945 and solicited to obtain for him the Wurlitzer franchise for Detroit 
and the Michigan territory. 


Angelo stated that he wished to have the distributorship so that he could 
control jukebox operations in Detroit. He said he planned to do this by 
flooding the market with his machines. In return for my intersession on 
his behalf, he promised that I would head the distributorship he would then 
set up. 

Do you have any information about that ? 

Mr. Tocco. Not at all, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did not know that that was going on ? 

Mr. Tocco. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did not know that these conversations were 
going on ? 

Mr. Tocco. Thad noidea. If they did. 

Mr. Kennepy. In addition, of course, we have had Mr. Hammergren 
here, who testified that as far as he was concerned Mr. Angelo Meli 
was running the company and then we had Mr. Taran, who is a 
prominent figure in jukebox operations, and who was active in a 
number of areas, and had been offered the distributorship at one 
time in Detroit. 

He also testified that Mr. Angelo Meli was running the company. 
You say that that is not correct ? 
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Mr. Tocco. That is right, sir, it is not correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you say that Mr. Angelo Meli put up no money 
in this company, loaned no money to the company? Is that correct? 

Mr. Tocco. Would you repeat that, please? 

Mr. Kennepy. That Angelo Meli made no loans to the company? 

Mr. Tocco. To the best of my knowledge, that is correct, sir, 

Mr. Kennepy. The only contact he had, then, was that he was on 
the payroll asa salesman at some $125 a week? 

Mr. Tocco. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And as a salesman, he received his instructions as 
to what his duties were from you, is that right, or from Mr. Bufalino? 

Mr. Tocco. Either from me or from my partner. 

Mr. Krennepy. You would tell him where you wanted him to go! 
Each day he would report for work and you would tell him where 
you wanted him to go? 

Mr. Tocco. I didn’t tell him where I wanted him to go. Maybe 
some time I would tell him something I wanted him to do specifically, 
but most of the time he knew the operators; he knew who he wanted 
tocallon. He knew the route. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever tell him you were dissatisfied with his 
work ? 

Mr. Tocco. I was never dissatisfied with his work. If I had been, 
he would have known about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever tell Papa John Priziola that you were 
dissatisfied with his work? 

Mr. Tocco. I may have. I don’t recall now. 

Mr. Kennepy. After you sold out the Bilvin Distributing Co., 
did you go into any other company in the coin machine business ? 

Mr. Tocco. I stayed in the coin machine business for a little bit 
after that. Maybe a year ora year and a half. 

Mr. Kennepy. What company was that? 

Mr. Tocco. As I recall, I went to the coin machine show in Chicago 
and tried to pick up another phonograph, and I believe I did, for a 
short period of time, a new one, evidently. 

Mr. Kennepy. What company did you go into then? 

Mr. Tocco. Well, I tried to be a distributor for the Filbin Co. 
They are a maker of phonographs that evidently had been out some 
time previous, but in the 1946 or 1947, I think they came out again 
with a new mechanism or a new cabinet. I don’t recall which. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then were you with the Great Lakes Dispensers? 

Mr. Tocco. That is correct, sir. It was a coin machine that dis- 
pensed citrus juice. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long were you with them ? 

Mr. Tocco. Well, I think between Filbin and this machine, I think 
I was in business maybe 9 or 10 months. I don’t recall exactly. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was the Great Lakes Dispensers organized by the 
Teamsters Union ? 

Mr. Tocco. Well, first of all let me explain to you what Great Lakes 
Dispensers was. Great Lakes Dispensers consisted of one salesman, 
and I was the salesman, and one mechanic, who worked for another 
coin machine operator previously in employment by me, and as I 
understand it he still had a union card. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about you? 

Mr. Tocco. I didn’t have a union card, Mr. Kennedy. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Bufalino make any attempts to organize 
ou! 

Mr. Tocco. Not that I recall. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did the Bilvin Distributing Co. sell out? 

Mr. Tocco. For the reason, Mr. Kennedy, that we could not make 
any money. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was as simple as that? 

Mr. Tocco. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did Bufalino end up in the union thereafter? 

Mr. Tocco. That is something I don’t know anything about, Mr. 
Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. And, Mr. Tocco, just in finishing, you have not been 
arrested, is that correct ? 

Mr. Tocco. That is correct, sir. I have never been arrested. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have obviously no convictions ? 

Mr. Tocco. No, sir; I don’t have any convictions and I have never 
been arrested. I notice that one of our Detroit papers erroneously 
described me as a man who had been arrested many times for various 
crimes, and I would like the record cleared on that thing right now, 
please. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Tocco. ‘Thank you, sir. 

The CHarrman. There has been no statement made here in this 
record about him having any criminal record ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Nor was there ever any statement made at any time 
that he had a criminal record. 

Mr. Tocco. I understand that, Mr. Chairman, but if it is possible 
to put that on the record, please—— 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir; that is perfectly all right. You should 
do it. There is no objection to that, but as I understood you to say, 
some paper carried a story to that effect. 

Mr. Tocco. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. But it did not carry a story from the record made 
here to that effect. 

Mr. Tocco. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Carruart. Did our investigators find any arrests? 

Mr. Kennepy. No; we do not. 

Senator Carenart. In other words, your investigators found no 
record whatsoever ? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is correct. 

The Cuamman. It is obvious what happened. Some paper made 
anerror. I did not want it charged to the committee that we had 
made a statement like that if not true. 

Is there anything further? 

If not, thank you very much. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. William Bufalino. 

The Crarrman. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Buraino. I do. 

(Members of the select committee present at this point in the pro- 
ceedings were Senators McClellan, Capehart, and Curtis.) 
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TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM E. BUFALINO, ACCOMPANIED By 
COUNSEL, H. CLIFFORD ALLDER 


The CHarrmMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation, please. : 

Mr. Burauino. My name is William E. Bufalino, and I live at 12353 
Wilshire, Detroit, Mich. I am an attorney by profession and I am 
the president of Teamsters Local 985 in Detroit. 

The CHatrman. Thank you very much. You also have counsel 
present ? 

Mr. Burautino. Yes, sir; I have. 

The CuatrmMan. Counsel, identify yourself for the record. 

Mr. Auuper. H. Clifford Allder, Washington, D.C. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair received from the witness a statement 
addressed to “Gentlemen,” the 7th of April 1959, and it concludes by 
stating— 

It is requested that I be permitted to read orally into the record this letter 
in its entirety, immediately prior to my being required to give oral testimony. 
It is addressed to the U.S. Select Committee on Improper Activities 
in the Labor or Management Field, Senate Office Building, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 

Subsequently thereafter, and I don’t have the date that was received, 
but it was about that time, but subsequently thereafter the Chair re- 
ceived from the witness a letter, or first a telegram, dated April 9, 
1959, and that telegram was received at 4 p.m. and came to my atten- 
tion at 4 p.m. of the 9th of April, and thereafter I received a letter 
from the witness addressed to me, dated April 10, 1959. This was 
delivered by hand onthat date. I don’t have the hour. 

The Chair at this time, without objection, will make the letter and 
the attachments thereto of April 7, 1959, the original, exhibit 87. 

(Document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 87” for references 
and may be found in the files of the Select Committee. ) 

The Cuarrman. The telegram dated April 9 will be made exhibit 
No. 87-A. 

(Document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 87—A” for refer- 
ence and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

The Cuarrman. And the letter of April 10 will be made exhibit 
No. 87-B. 

(Document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 87-B” for refer- 
ence and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

The Cuatrman. They are made exhibits for reference. There are 
a number of requests in the letter of April 7 that would call for spe- 
cific rulings by the Chair if presented. There are also a number of 
statements in the letter that I think would be improper for presenta- 
tion. Therefore, so that the record will be clear, I am making it an 
exhibit for reference as I have stated. 

The Chair will be willing, as the testimony proceeds and as the 
witness proceeds with his testimony, to pass upon any specific request 
or matter submitted for the committee’s decision, but as to this over- 
all and general letter the request will be overruled and the right pre- 
served to you to make such special requests or present such special 
motions as your testimony proceeds as you may desire. 
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Mr. Auuper. May I be heard, Senator. I take it that you are de- 
nying the witnesses the right to read the statement into the record, 
sir. :' , 

The CHarrMAN. I am denying him the right to read the statement. 
It has a lot of harangue in it that I think is definitely improper, but 
as to the requests he may make in there, as they are presented the 
Chair will rule on them. 

Mr. Auuper. So the record will show it, we are asking permission 
for him to read that statement into the record, sir. 

The CHarrMAN. These permissions are a matter of discretion with 
the committee, and the Chair feels that the nature of this statement 
is such that it is improper, and that it should not be permitted to be 
read. But so as to preserve the record, so there will be no doubt 
as to what he offered to read, I have made it an exhibit for reference. 

Mr. Auuper. The witness would like to be heard at this time, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. I will hear the witness briefly. 

Mr. Buratino. Mr. Chairman, you mentioned that there is a lot of 
harangue in it, and I think that that is a conclusion that has many 
implications. I think it is unfair to me, and I respectfully submit that 
that type of a conclusion ought to be left to the American public. 

The CuarrmMan. Then you have the privilege, of course, of handing 
your document to the press, and you can reach the American public 
that way. 

It is my duty and the committee’s duty to preserve a record here 
of integrity. 

Mr. Burauino. I will do that very thing, and I will contact the 

ress and let them know exactly the contents of it and pass it to them 
immediately after the hearing. 

The Cuarrman. There is no objection on the part of the committee. 
The committee will be very happy to have you do that. 

Mr. Buratino. There is one thing, Your Honor, or Mr. Chairman, 
that you missed, and that is the telegram that I sent to you in Decem- 
ber, and I would like to have that telegram read into the record, and I 
would like 

The Cratmrman. I don’t have that telegram before me. The Chair 
will consider proper disposition of it. 

Mr. Kennepy. I don’t have it, but I remember the telegram. I don’t 
have it. 

The Cuatrman. Do you havea copy of it? 

Mr. Buratino. Yes, sir, I have. 

The Cuarrman. Let us see a copy of it. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was right before Christmas, as I remember. 

Mr. Buratino. I wished you all a happy holiday, yes. 

The Crarrman. In retrospect, do you still hope we had a happy 
holiday ? 

Mr. Burattno. Yes, sir, and I didn’t receive any reply to it. 

The Coarman. We start off very pleasantly. 

(A document was handed by the witness to the Chair.) 

The CHarrman. The telegram will be received and marked “Ex- 
hibit 87-C” for reference only, and simply to keep the integrity of the 
record, to show what the Chair has referred to as harangue tactics on 
the part of the witness. 


36751—59— pt. 4826 
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(Document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 87-C” for refer. 
ence and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

The CHarrMan. You may proceed. 

Mr. Buraurno. May I have a moment, please ? 

The CuarrmMan. You may have a moment. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Auuper. I take it that you will furnish him with a copy of his 
copy of the telegram. If you put that in the record he is without one, 

The Cuamman. Do you want it made a part of the record? [| 
thought you asked for it to be made a part of the record. In the 
beginning, you requested that it be made a part of the record. 

Mr. Buratino. I don’t believe I requested it, but I wanted to read 
it into the record now. 

The Cuarrman. That will be denied, but we will handle it just as 
we have handled the others, which the Chair has directed. 

A copy of the telegram may be made and substituted for the copy 
furnished by the witness, and the copy furnished by the witness may 
be returned to him. 

Proceed. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Auxper. As I understand it, you ruled that as to the questions 
brought up in the letter that Mr. Bufalino wanted to read, you are 
denying him at this time. As the testimony goes on you said he could 
renew each one of them separately. 

The CHarMan. I am overruling them in bulk, yes; I am over- 
ruling the statement as a proper document to be read into the record 
at this time. I am not denying to the witness or to his counsel the 
right to present objections or make requests of the committee as the 
testimony proceeds. Those will be ruled upon as made at the time 
and in the light of the best judgment of the Chair and the committee. 

Mr. Buraurno. There is one thing, Mr. Chairman, and that is I 
would like to have the assurance if it is in accord with you, to be 
heard fully on my subjects that I have brought up in that letter, and 
I believe that it is pertinent and relevant to the scope of this inquiry, 
and I certainly hope that we don’t have a recurrence of what occurred 
about 19 months ago, that the charges were lodged against me, and 
the public mind became saturated and with adverse publicity about 
me, and I was not afforded an opportunity to reply. 

Now, I would appreciate it very much if the Chair would invoke 
the rules of fair play and permit me to answer fully, frankly, and 
freely on any and all subjects that have been brought before this 
committee. That is in order that the public will be able to have my 
side of this story. 

The CHamrman. Well now, to keep the record straight, the Chair is 
going to permit you to make a statement of reasonable length and 
duration, no doubt, before general interrogation proceeds. 

But for the record now, I wish counsel would make a brief state- 
ment about this with respect to your having been denied any right 
or opportunity to appear before the committee. I think that that 
statement is not accurate, and I want the record kept straight. 

All right, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Bufalino, did Mr. George Fitzgerald represent 
you the last time ? 
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Mr. Burauino. Yes; he did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, at that time, Mr. Chairman, we had a hearing 
that lasted approximately a week. Mr. Bufalino testified one morn- 
ing, and we were not able to finish with his testimony. We had a 
different witness in the afternoon. But within a day or so Mr. Fitz- 
gerald and I had a conversation, in fact several conversations, in 
which I stated that as Mr. Bufalino had not had an opportunity to 
finish his testimony, that he could testify that week, and that we 
would be glad to hear him. That was, I believe, a Friday or Satur- 


day. 

Mr. Fitzgerald came and told me that Mr. Bufalino would not re- 
quest an opportunity to testify at that time, but that he would be back 
at a later time and he would give full testimony then. 

I said, “Now, Mr. Fitzgerald, I have seen some of the statements 
that Mr. Bufalino is apt to make in the press, so I don’t want him 
to be leaving here and going back and saying at a later time that he 
was not given an opportunity to testify.” 

Mr. Fitzgerald said something to the effect that “If Mr. Bufalino 
ever makes a statement that he was not given an opportunity to 
testify, I will strangle him,” or words to that effect. I called Mr. 
Fitzgerald last week on the telephone after I read a statement in 
the paper that Mr. Bufalino was complaining that he had had no 
opportunity to testify at an earlier time, and reminded him of the 
conversation. He remembered the conversation. 

I spoke to him also about his statement as to what he would do. 
He said that he remembered the conversation, and he was very con- 
cerned and upset that Mr. Bufalino had gone back on an agreement 
that had been made and reached at that time, and that he would cer- 
tainly draw it again to Mr. Bufalino’s attention, although he was 
not going to represent him. 

Those are the facts, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Buratino. May I supplement those alleged facts, Mr. Chair- 
man ¢ 

The Cuatrman. I am not going to continue long about this thing. 
You may have made your statement. You are here now to testify. 
You are going to be given the opportunity. You have asked to have 
itnow. If you did have it in the past, and did not take advantage 
of it, you can now take advantage of it. 

Mr. Burautno. But there has been a loose statement made about my 
having gone back on the agreement. Actually, I would like to refer 
to the record as to what the Chair said at the close of the session on 
the 27th day of September 1957. No one, I don’t believe that anyone 
testified in the afternoon. No one followed me, Mr. Chairman. I 
was requested or instructed to appear the next morning. I would like 
to read just three or four lines of the transcript into the record. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair will indulge you just a minute to read 
two or three lines. 

Mr. Kennepy. Isthis the closing testimony ? 

Mr. Burautno. I am reading from page 5643 of the testimony on 
the 27th day of September 1957, when the chairman said 

Mr. Kennepy. That is not the last day of the hearing, Mr. Bufalino. 

Mr. Burattno. I will read that, too. I was there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Waitaminute. I will concede there is—— 
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Mr. Buraino. Mr. Kennedy, the chairman told me I could read it 
and I would like to have an opportunity. 

The CuarrMan. Just a moment, now. 

Proceed and read the statement at that time that you wanted to read. 

Mr. Buraurno. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Burauino. This is from page 5643. 

The CHarmRMAN. The Chair regretfully announces that due to circumstances 
beyond our control it has become necessary for us to recess the hearings unti] 
in the morning at 9 o’clock. The witness will return tomorrow morning at that 
time. The committee is in recess. 

No one actually followed me that afternoon. So your statement 
is in error even just to that extent. Then in the morning I was here 
at 9 o’clock. It wasn’t until later in the day that I was told that I was 
deferred, and that was it. I was deferred 19 months. 

The Cuarrman. Was that deferred by consent of your counsel? 

Mr. Burauino. I don’t intend to labor the point any further, 

The Cuarman. No, I see you don’t. But I say it was all arranged 
with yourcounsel. Is that correct? 

Mr. Buratrno. I have no knowledge of what other arrangements 
were made. But if the committee wasn’t in session for me, I had a 
convention to attend at the time. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Let’s proceed. 

You may now proceed to make a statement. As the Chair said, 
he will indulge you for that purpose for a reasonable time for you to 
present any statement you wish to make regarding testimony, in 
following up your previous testimony, and any reference to other 
testimony that the committee may have received from other witnesses 
up to this time. 

All right, proceed. 

Mr. Buratrno. Mr. Chairman, there have been many witnesses that 
have a period here and have been permitted to run off at the mouth 
and make, cast, many aspersions against my reputation. I would like 
an opportunity to take each—I have a file on each of these witnesses. 
T would like an opportunity—I don’t want to labor the issue—but I 
think that the Chair and the entire committee is interested in the 
contents of these files. They go right into the very substance of the 
motive which each of these witnesses might have. 

I would like, throughout the hearings, to have an opportunity to 
even refer to this letter, although I don’t want to labor the point. 
I want to be able to refer to this letter where there have been many 
statements made, particularly to the press, I would say, particularly 
by your chief counsel. 

The Cuarrman. Is that the letter of April 10 that you are referring 
to? 

Mr. Burartno. This is the letter of the 7th of April 1959. 

The Cuarman. I see. All right, proceed. 

Mr. Burattno. May I ad lib from this letter now, or do you make 
that a closed issue? 

The CHatrmMan. Do what? 

Mr. Burattno. May I discuss briefly the contents of this letter with- 
out going into it ? 


The CHatrmMan. On what phase now do you want to discuss it? 
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Mr. Burautno. All of the phases, any and all of the phases con- 
tained in the letter, where it affects my background and my reputation 
and that of my children, and, more particularly, I think there is one 
thing that really disturbs me, and that is, Mr. Chairman, the injection 
into this record on the 30th day of June 1958 when you, the chairman, 
Senator McClellan, made it positively clear that this was not proof of 
anything, when they injected into the record a list of names. 

At that time Mr. Kennedy stated that he would like—that it was 
in connection with the Mafia hearings—at that time, Mr. Kennedy 
said, in effect: “Mr. Chairman, these names are really hard to pro- 
nounce, and I would like to put these into the record.” 

You, Mr. Chairman, stated that they will be proof of nothing. 
They are strictly for the use of the committee and for reference pur- 
poses. But having injected those names into the record in the De- 
troit papers, and I don’t blame them—they actually figured that they 
were making a fair comment—it appears that this is a cast of char- 
acters, and my name appears in this connection. 

The CuarrMAn. Is that a question of attending the meeting up 
in New York? 

Mr. Burauino. No, I did not attend any meeting in New York. 

The CHarMan. What is the question ? 

Mr. Buratino. I say that actually in that 

The CuHamman. Do you know where we placed the names in the 
record so as to identify the parties that may be referred to? Is that 
what you are talking about ? 

Mr. Buratino. That is right. And then a chart was drawn up 
with many errors included in that chart. It is put at the tail end of 
the hearing transcript, and it remains on ad infinitum that Bufalino 
and his wife are in some way connected. That actually lends itself 
to other publications, appearing in periodicals and in statements by 
the press. ‘Then they weave and spin a web of infamy, saying that 
their children are born to commit crime, they emerge from a shadow 
of evil, that they have warped Sicilian minds, that they are—— 

The Cuarrman. Are you talking about what the press said? 

Mr. Burautno. That actually, these stories lend dhenssel ves, these 
records actually lend themselves to the fact that all of these things— 
it makes it very difficult for these children to grow up as decent, 
honest Americans, as they are. 

The CuHarrman. We are trying to clean up America, to point out 
where these conditions exist and prevail in the hope that we can do 
something toward cleaning it up. 

Mr. Burauino. You certainly would not do it by destroying my 
name and my reputation, and by injecting into these records —— 

The Cuarrman. I am not saying that we are trying to destroy your 
name and reputation other than as the proof may come before the 
committee, and people judge the record for whatever it speaks. 

Mr. Buratino. Another thing, too, Mr. Chairman, actually what 
it does is to brand and stigmatize my children. It would take, actu- 
ally—well, it says actually you are born into the Mafia, and then by 
that you are either born or by marriage. That is what the chart says. 
I have four daughters, Mr. Chairman, and I think it would take a 
man of courage for them to have to go in and ask for their hand in 
matrimony, because I say they are entitled—they pledge allegiance to 
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the same flag as all other American children do. I am dedicated to 
protect it. I did. My background will show it. I feel as though 
I have been aggrieved, I don’t want to make an issue of it, but I 
certainly feel, Mr. Chairman, that I should not be a lifelong victim 
of hearings such as this, because I want to cooperate with this com- 
mittee in all of its legislative functions, and I want to assist it. [| 
think that the people in the city of Detroit, the people in the Wilkes- 
Barre, Pa., and in Pittston, Pa., my hometowns, actually feel that 
this man is one that has this misspent youth. But I certainly can 
prove to the contrary. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuarrman. Senator Curtis. 

Senator Curtis. As I understand the witness, it is his contention 
that certain lists of individuals offered by the counsel, and certain 
charts, create a situation that unjustly accuses him. What I would 
like to see the witness do is pick out some specific inference or charge 
that he contends is false, and then tell us what he contends are the 
true facts in reference to them. 

The generalities do not seem to be getting us anywhere. 

Mr. Buraurno. I think that is a very sane and sensible approach, 
and I certainly would like to be afforded that opportunity. 

Senator Curtis. All right. What has been testified against you? 
Cite it specifically and then you tell us what you contend to be the 
facts. 

Mr. Burauino. May I hand youthechart? I will tell you about it. 
I know it by memory now. I have been looking at it so long. 

Senator Curtis. I remember the chart. It was on the board. 

Mr. Burattno. In the one instance, you will notice toward the left 
of the chart William E. Bufalino and Marie Mell, you will notice a line 
drawn to the northeast direction of the chart all the way up to the 
young lady, by the way, and an attorney by profession, Emanuel A. 
Bufalino. You will notice that along the line it is marked “sister.” 
She is not my sister. 

Senator Curtis. What relation is she? 

Mr. Buratrno. The name is the same, and I actually do not know 
the degree of relationship that does exist. But she is not my sister. 

Secondly, a line drawn over to Russell Bufalino. It says “cousin.” 

Mr. Kennedy, I understand, and I read it in the press, and I have 
copies of the clippings, quoted Mr. Kennedy that Mr. Kennedy made 
statements to the press that he is my uncle. 

Senator Curtis. What relation is he? 

Mr. Burattno. I have no knowledge of the degree of relationship 
that exists if one does exist in fact. 

Senator Curtis. Does a relationship exist ? 

Mr. Burauino. That I actually have no knowledge of. I don’t 
believe—I know it is not my uncle. That is the important thing. 

Senator Curtis. What I would like to know is: Is it accepted within 
your family that there isa relationship ? 

Mr. Burautno. That. wouldn’t make us a relationship. It doesn’t 
make us relatives. When I came in, I called Clark Mollenhoff 
“cousin.” I seen him coming by and I said “Hi, Cousin.” That 
doesn’t make cousins of us. 

At this stage of the game, I know he wants to disown me, anyway. 
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Senator Curtis. What I am trying to get at, Mr. Chairman, is this, 
and the witness has not helped us so far: What does the record accuse 
him of that he denies, and what does he contend to be the true facts? 

So far you have said here that there are some people that you do 
not know, whether they are relatives or not. I understood your state- 
ment about the lady and about the man. 

Mr. Burauino. ‘There is a third man. 

Senator Curtis. Well, about those two, you do not know whether 
they are related or not 

Mr. Burauino. That is right. I have no knowledge of any degree 
of relationship existing. 

Senator Curris. And your complaint is that Mr. Kennedy gave 
them a specific relationship ? 

Mr. Burauino, That is right. Outside of the committee hearings, 
I assume. 

Senator Curtis. What are your other complaints? 

Mr. Burauino. The third one, they confuse the name of Charles 
Bufalino. Charles Bufalino, senior, and junior, are father and son. 
Charles, senior, is my brother. He is an attorney by profession, of 
the highest repute. He has a son, Charles Bufalino, Jr., and he is an 
attorney. He has been an attorney for about 5 years or 6 years, and my 
brother has been an attorney a little over 30 years, I believe. 

Now, actually they have this Charles Bufalino—they have it con- 
fused that Charles Bufalino is the father of Dolly Bufalino. They 
have her as my sister. They have him in one instance as my brother, 
and that makes her—I don’t know what it makes her. But at the 
same time they have her as the father—they have Charles, senior, as her 
father. It is pretty confused. 

Senator Curtis. So far you have told me that he was mistaken about 
the relationship. I asked you for what the facts are, and you say in 
some instances you do not know what the relationship is. 

Mr. Buratino. I have never had occasion to have to investigate it, 
but I understand the investigators here have. 

I would like to see if our fathers were either first cousins or 
children of first cousins or children of the same grandfather. 

Senator Curtis. I do not want to drag this on too long, but what I 
want to know now is this: Give me another instance where this 
record—where you contend in the record you are wrongfully ac- 
cused, and then tell me what are the facts. 

Mr. Buratino. I will give you a very pertinent one. I think it is 
important to all Americans, and I know it is important to you and 
every Senator here. That is since they contend that Angelo Meli is 
my uncle, and he is actually the uncle of my wife, it actually makes 
his son, Salvatore Meli, my first cousin. So you havea distortion about 
a first cousin of mine, and I would like to make a comment about 
that. 

Senator Curtis. Well, now 

Mr. Buratino. I certainly would not want to be interrupted. This 
isimportant, Mr. Senator. 

Senator Curtis. You say that the record reflects that he is your 
cousin, and the fact is he is your wife’s cousin ? 

Mr. Buratino. No. He is my first cousin. I would never disown 
him. Actually, this boy doesn’t belong in that record. 
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Senator Curtis. Is he your cousin or your wife’s cousin ? 

Mr. Burauino. He was my first cousin through marriage and he igs 
now deceased. I would like to have that name 

Senator Curtis. If he was your cousin through marriage, he would 
be your wife’s cousin, is that what you mean ? 

Mr. Burauino. That is right. If he is not my first cousin, then 
Angelo Meli is not my uncle, because he is his father. I would like 
to talk about this boy and let you know what happened. His name 
and his wife’s name does not belong in that chart. Here is a boy who 
at the age of 27 gave his life for this country. He enlisted in the 
military service of the United States. This boy did one tour of 
duty, became a jet pilot. He did the second tour of duty. He asked 
for permission to go overseas. He did, only 2 years ago, or a little 
bit more than 2 years ago. 

On November 14, 1956, this boy got killed in a jet airplane over- 
seas, in Germany. I understand that this boy was alerted for active 
duty. I think his wife has letters to the effect. In fact, his wife 
was with him. They waited for this girl to have her third child. I 
believe at the time that her oldest child was actually only 3 years 
old. And with a 6-week-old child, he took his wife and three children 
to Germany. 

There is one thing. I just want about 1 minute, and I think I will 
get right to the end of it. 

This boy gives his life for this country. He was actually cleared 
for top secret information. Certainly he has no background that 
anyone would say he has a blemished record. He leaves his wife and 
children come back here, and these are supposed to be the children of 
a person in a chart like this, connected with the Mafia? 

I believe that they are entitled to the honorable memory of their 
father, and their great-grandchildren should be entitled to the honor- 
able memory of their hero. 

Senator Curtis. Are any of these people connected with the Mafia? 

Mr. Buraurno. This boy wasnot. I know that. 

Senator Curtis. Can you answer that? 

Mr. Burartno. I don’t know the other people that you are talking 
about. 

Senator Curtis. No; I am talking about the people you mentioned. 

Mr. Burautino. First of all, I don’t even know whether or not a 
Mafia exists. This is supposed to be a superficial secret society that 
they are talking about. 

Senator Curtis. Are you connected with the Mafia? 

Mr. Buratrno. I am not. 

Senator Curtis. Have you ever been ? 

Mr. Buraurno. Never. 

Senator Curtis. Have you ever met or conversed with anyone that 
you knew was. 

Mr. Burautno. I never knew that anyone was in such an organiza- 
tion. First of all, these questions are predicated on a false major 
premise, because I don’t know that one actually exists. 

Senator Curtis. Well, there is nothing false about the premise I am 
working on. 

Mr. Burattno. Well, I am working on one. 

Senator Curtis. You have complained about the chart in general 
terms, and the inference which you state that it carries, to your detri- 
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ment. I have asked you for specific instances of testimony that you 
consider wrongful. So far you have found that you disagreed with 
the degree of telationship of some of the parties, and you have told 
of the war record of this one individual. 

Now, other than this chart, what do you wish to cite, if you can 
hold it briefly, that this record ‘show s, where you contend that the facts 

aren’t that, and what do you contend that the facts are, with reference 
to yourself ? 

Mr. Burattno. All right, with reference to myself, in the first place, 
Tam not connected w ith the Mafia, as I said before. So my name and 
that of my wife does not belong in that chart, because it lends itself 
to such statements as appeared | in one national publication that they 
put under their “Racketeering Relatives.” Then it goes on to say: 
Twenty-one of this gang appeared at the Apalachin conference, and the purpose 
of this conference was to cut up a vast crime empire. 

I want you to know I didn’t get any share of any empires. 

Senator Curtis. Were you at the Apalachin conference ? 

Mr. Burattno. No; I was not. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know of anybody that was there ? 

Mr. Buratrno. I don’t know, of my own knowledge, who was there. 
Only from what I read in the papers; “all the names. 

Senator Curtis. Did you talk to anybody who you learned w 
there ? 

Mr. Burartno. Did I talk to anyone who I learned was there? 

Senator Curtis. Yes. 

Mr. Burattno. Not about the conference. 

Senator Curtis. Did you have any conversations with them that 
indicated that they were there? 

Mr. Burattno. No, no. 

Senator Curtis. Was Russell Bufalino there? 

Mr. Buratrno. I wouldn’t know that of my own knowledge. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know it from him? 

Mr. Buratrno. No. 

Senator Curtis. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kennepy. Senator, could I straighten out this situation? The 
degree of relationship that appeared on the chart originally was 
changed in the case, for instance, of Mr. Russell Bufalino, where we 
had erroneously that he was his uncle. Russell Bufalino was Mr. 
William Bufalino’s uncle there; we have found that he was his 
cousin. 

Corrections dealing with this situation were sent out to everybody 
who had a copy of the record in November of 1958. In view of Mr. 
Bufalino’s inability to recollect or to have the information as to what 
his relationship is to these various people, we will be glad to straighten 
it out for him. 

Mr. Burattno. I would appreciate it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Bufalino, you are a cousin of Mr. Russell Bufa- 
lino who attended the meeting at, Apalachin, who is now up for de- 
portation. You are also a cousin of 

Mr. Buratrno. Would you let me know how you arrive at this? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Buratno. I would like to know how you arrived at it. 
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Mr. Kennepy. You are also a cousin of Dolly Bufalino. And as 
for Angelo Meli—who was it you spoke of earlier, about the gentle- 
man who was killed? Was that Vincent Meli? 

Mr. Buratino. No; Salvatore Meli, and his name does not belong 
in there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Salvatore Meli is the son of Mr. Angelo Meli; is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Burauino. And his wife wrote a letter to you or the commit- 
tee and never got a reply. 

Mr. Kennepy. Let’s get the record. I say, Mr. Bufalino, that this 
is not a problem. I don’t have any information that Salvatore Meli 
did anything wrong or that his wife did anything wrong, but this is 
not a problem for the committee. This is a problem for Mr. Salvatore 
Meli’s father, Mr. Angelo Meli, who was public enemy No. 1 in the 
city of Detroit for a period of time. 

Mr. Buratrno. What could this boy do? 

Mr. Kennepy. Wait a minute, Mr. Bufalino. 

Mr. Burauttno. What could this boy do about it? Right now there 
isn’t anything he can do about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is something Mr. Angelo Meli should have 
thought of. As far as Mr. Salvatore Meli’s wife, she is the daughter 
of Mr. Livorsi, who is one of the biggest gangsters in New York. 

Mr. Buratrno. What did this girl do? 

Mr. Kennepy. I don’t say that she did anything, but this is some- 
thing Mr. Livorsi and Mr. Angelo Meli should have thought of when 
they were getting into their activities. 

Mr. Burauino. It is not activities I am talking about because when 
you are talking about Angelo Meli being public enemy No. 1, I think 
that the man that said that went to jail. He was supposed to be the 
sheriff. You look up the articles and all you have is newspaper 
headlines giving this gentleman a reputation. 

He had no way of going about it. Ido. Iam bringing these mat- 
ters to the attention of the Senate because I intend to file a petition 
for redress of grievances to the Senate. I know that these Senators 
here—there is no one Senator here that wants to destroy anybody’s 
reputation, because I know that they have too many important things 
to do than to be bothering with me or destroying my reputation or 
anyone else’s. 

But I say I am not only doing that, but I am bringing it to the 
attention of the proper forum. I am in Federal court in two cases, 
and I think you might understand one of which is yours and the other 
one is a national publication. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, I want to—— 

Mr. Burautino. I would like to get service on you as soon as I can. 
We will proceed where the rules of evidence are properly applied, 
where we will be able to present all of the facts fully and where a 
court will hold the scales of justice with an even hand above hysteria, 
above politics, above discrimination, and let a jury determine whether 
or not Bill Bufalino has anything to do with the things that you say. 

I say that it should be determined by them to see whether or not I 
have anything to do, or if I have ever committed any statements. I 
say that the sooner we get that cleared, the entire world will be able to 
know of my true background. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Right. 

The Cuarrman. All right, proceed to ask questions. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, could I have this letter identified by 
the witness / 

The Cuarrman. I present to you a photostatic copy of a letter dated 
April 10, 1958, addressed to The Billboard, 188 West Randolph Street, 
Chicago 1, Ill., apparently signed by William E. Bufalino. 

Would you examine it and state if you recognize that as the photo- 
static copy of the original ? 

(A. document was handed to the witness.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Burauino. Yes; that looks like a photostatic copy of my letter. 
I didn’t read it, but it looks like it. 

The Cuarrman. Look at your signature on the second page and 
identify it. 

Mr. Burautino. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Do you identify your signature on the document? 

Mr. Burautno. Yes, I do. 

The CuarrMaAn. It may be made exhibit 88. 

(Document referred to was marked exhibit No. 88 for reference 
and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

Mr. Burauino. May I have a moment to read it? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Burauino. I would suggest the whole letter be read into the 
record. 

The Cuairman. The letter has been made an exhibit. We will pro- 
ceed. You may ask questions about it. 

Mr. Burauino. I certainly hope—that’s all right. 

The Cuarrman. When we make something an exhibit here, it goes 
into the record and becomes a part of the official record. We need not 
take the time to read it. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. In Mr. Bufalino’s letter addressed to “Gents” to The 
Billboard, it is in connection with a request for retraction of those 
portions of an article— 


** * concerning me that are libelous and based upon false premises. The 
entire tenor of this article would lead the reader to believe that I am a person 
who has transgressed into unlawfulness. 

For your information, the Bufalino referred to in your article is not my uncle; 
and I am certain that you will agree that without your being able to establish 
this nonexistent relationship this article would be of no interest to the coin- 
machine industry. The false major premises upon which your article is estab- 
lished lead to equally false conclusions, 

Your reasoning follows systematically along certain steps leading to definite 
conclusions, which, however, are in error because of the false major premises. 
I request that after investigation concerning this matter you publish the degree 
of relationship—if such investigation reveals that one exists. 

In questioning the existence of a relationship as represented by you, it is not 
my intention to convey the thought that I am in accord with the remainder of 
the story as it refers to Mr. Bufalino or that I confirm any portion of it. 

For your information, I have known Mr. Russell Bufalino since childhood, 
and it is impossible to conceive the injustice heaped upon one person by the press. 
This can probably only be attributed to careless statements printed without 
regard to their accuracy or degree of veracity, since I know him to be of high 
moral character and a person of honesty and integrity. 


Mr. Burautno. And heis. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Will you tell us what he was doing at the meeting 
at Apalachin, Mr. Bufalino ? 

Mr. Burartno. I wouldn’t know. Maybe you would know. You 
have been investigating it. I haven’t 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ask him ? 

Mr. Burauino. No, I haven’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. We asked him. 

Mr. Burartno. You did? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Burauino. So you got an answer. 

Mr. Kennepy. His answer was, “I decline to answer on the grounds 
that a truthful answer might tend to incriminate me.” 

Mr. Burauino. That is right. I think he has a right. He has a 
right to make that statement because the fifth amendment is in the 
Bill of Rights to protect the innocent. I say that if he recognizes 
not only the fifth amendment but the sixth amendment, if he ree- 
ognizes that actually he is a virtual defendant in a legislative trial, 
he knows he cannot be faced by his accusers, he knows that he cannot 
bring witnesses in his own behalf: he knows that he cannot properly 
cross-examine the witnesses, and that he is not being tried by a jury 
of his peers. 

Recognizing that, I think an individual, every American, has the 
right, and if he is not entitled to assert the fifth, the sixth, the first, or 
the seventh, or the eighth amendments, then I say that the Senators 
ought to take it out. 

But I don’t think they actually want to take it out. Because these 
are the things that our Americans everywhere—— 

The Cuarrman. Do you propose to go into all of these arguments 
and so forth in answering simple questions? 

Mr. Burattno. I will tell you, that wasn’t a simple question. That 
had far-reaching implications. 

The CHatrMan. Well, no. You asked if he asked him if he was 
up there and he said he did. You asked if he got an answer and he 
said yes, he got an answer of taking the fifth amendment. Then you 
proceeded with a long lecture about it. 

The Chair is going to be indulgent, but we are going to expedite 
this within the bounds of reason at least. 

All right, Mr. Kennedy, ask your next question. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Bufalino, you went into the juke box business 
in 1946? 

Mr. Burarino. Yes, sir. Not at the end of 1945 as you asked Mr. 
Tocco. I heard you mention 1945. It wasn’t the end of 1945. It was 
1946. That is important. 

Mr. Kennepy. Thank you. What was the date that you went into 
the juke box business ? 

Mr. Buraurino. It ranged in the month of February, I believe, 1946. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that was the Bilvin Distributing Co. 

Mr. Buraurno. That was the Bilvin Distributing Co., a corporation. 

Mr. Kennepy. And who were your partners in that company ? 

Mr. Burartno. We were not partners. This is a corporation. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was in the corporation with you? 

Mr. Burattno. I want to talk about this. I testified in this area 
when I appeared here on September 27, 1957. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Burauino. A certain statement was made. We went into this 
and first of all I want to adopt my answers that I made at that par- 
ticular time. I want to adopt those answers, and ask that those 
answers be accepted as my present recollection, and the present recol- 
lection at that time, also, but at that time, Senator Mundt, after you 
had mentioned that so many people were my partners, Senator Mundt 
said, “Well, we are going to find out. We are going to find out who 
they were. They were incorporated and we are going to put their 
names into the record.” 

I have, and I believe your committee must have, a copy of the arti- 
cles of incorporation that ought to be made a part of the record. I 
think that will clear it. 

I know if Senator Mundt was here he would make that suggestion 
on his own. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who were in the corporation with you, Mr. 
Bufalino / 

Mr. Buraurno. I didn’t hear that question. Would you kindly 
repeat it ? 

Mr. Kennepy. It is the same question I asked you twice back. Who 
was in the corporation with you? 

Mr. Buratino. Who was in the corporation? Do you mean who 
were the incorporators ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Burauino. Who held the stock? What is it? 

Mr. Krennepy. Just explain the whole situation, then, if you don’t 
understand the question. Who was in the corporation with you? 

Mr. Buratino. I don’t intend to be whipped here, Mr. Kennedy. 

The Cuarrman. To be what? 

Mr. Burautno. All I want to do is get the impact of the question. 
You are asking me who was in the corporation. I am asking you, is 
it the stockholders or is it the directors or what do you want to know ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Let us take one at a time. Who were the stock- 
holders ? 

Mr. Buratino. The stockholders? Sam Tocco and Bill Bufalino. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who were the incorporators, then ? 

Mr. Buratino. The incorporators were Sam Tocco, Bill Bufalino, 
and John Priziola. 

Mr. Chairman, actually, are these articles of incorporation going 
to be made a part of the record ? 

Mr. Kennepy. I thought they had been already. 

Mr. Buratrno. Idon’tknow. Allright. 

Mr. Atiprer. They were when I was here. 

Mr. Krennepy. They have already been made a part of the record. 

Mr. Buratino. Swell. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much money did you put into the corporation ? 

Mr. Burattno. I think I testified on that, and I believe it was around 
$20,000 at the time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where did you obtain that money ? 

Mr. Burarino. Are we going to repeat all of this testimony? In 
other words, I want to say this: That if my testimony here at this 
time is different in any way, other than the testimony that I gave 
before, on September 27, I would like to be able to take and make a 
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comparison of both of them in order to at least make a distinction 
or explain the difference. 

So, therefore, to go back again, I am giving you what I have as my 
present recollection. 

The Cuarrman. Let the Chair make this observation, and that will 
settle this issue: This record is a public record. It will be printed, 
Tomorrow morning there will be a transcript of it, if the reporter 
still continues to perform as he has in the past. There will be a tran- 
script of your testimony, and you can examine it. 

If there is anything wrong, any error, if you find it, and if you 
want to come back and correct an honest error that you may have 
made, you will be permitted to do so. 

You may proceed with that statement. 

Mr. Buratrno. Fine. That is fair. 

The Cuarrman. If you make a statement that is untruthful, if you 
make it willfully, you, of course, know what that is. We are not 
here to try to trap anyone or to get anyone to commit perjury. If 
you make an honest mistake, you will be entitled to correct it, so you 
will have no problem with respect to that. 

Mr. Buratrno. Fine. That is the thing that bothers me. I actu- 
ally want to tell the truth. I want to testify completely. I certainly 
don’t want to be put in a position where the two statements don’t 
coincide, maybe because of a lapse of memory. 

The Cuatrman. Do we have to keep talking about it? I told you 
it wasallright. Let us proceed. 

Mr. Burauino. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You got $20,000. Where did you get the $20,000? 

Mr. Burattno. I believe that I stated then, and my present recol- 
lection now is that $5,000 I had of my own. I believe I accumulated 
it when I was in the military service. I don’t believe all of it. I earned 
$21 a month when I was in the service as a private. But actually, the 
other $15,000, I borrowed that in a bank in Pittston, Pa. 

Mr. Kennepy. What bank was that? 

Mr. Burattno. I believe it was the Liberty Bank. I believe that 
is what it was. Correct me if I am in error. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was the guarantor on that loan ? 

Mr. Burattno. I believe Mr. Volpe. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Santo Volpe? 

Mr. Buratino. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. I think he is on this chart, too; is he not? 

Mr. Burauino. You know he is on the chart. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is what? 

Mr. Burauino. He has passed away. You know he is on the chart. 
I think he should be permitted to rest in peace at this time. 

Mr. KeNnnepy. He was probably one of the most notorious gang- 
sters in the Pittston area; was he not? 

Mr. Burauino. That is what you say. Why don’t you ask the 
people in Pittston? They will tell you about Santo Volpe; every one 
of them will tell you about it. 
ao Kennepy. I asked. We asked the police and that is what they 
said. 

Mr. Burattno. Why don’t you bring some of them down here? 
Bring the mayor, the former Governors of the State of Pennsylvania. 
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They will tell you. Judges will tell you, the working man will tell 
ou. 

Mr. Kennepy. Anyway, he was the guarantor; is that correct ? 

Mr. Buraurno. Yes; I believe he was. 

Mr. Kennepy. The other $5,000 of the $20,000 was your own money ; 
js that right? 

Mr. Burautino. I believe that is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Sam Tocco testified that he put up $20,000. 
Was there any money loaned to the corporation ¢ 

Mr. Burauino. I don’t know if it was loaned to the corporation or 
tome. I understand Mr. Kaplan mentioned the books. If you have 
that information, I don’t know whether it is pertinent, if this com- 
mittee needs this information. This is not going to be a guessing 
game on my part. 

If your investigators actually have checked the books and records 
of Bilvin Distributing Co., the books and records are the best evi- 
dence, not my faulty recollection of 13 or 14 years ago. But I will tell 

ou. 
‘ At that time, in 1946, Bill Bufalino testified in a grand jury. I 
testified under oath. My recollection certainly was 13 years fresher. 
Lintended when I went in there to answer fully, frankly and freely and 
truthfully. 

Isay that we ought to adopt my answers then and put them into this 
record. I think I am going to call your attention to the hearings 
conducted by Senator Kefauver in 1951. They are printed in a 
congressional volume. 

If Congress actually needs the assistance of this testimony, I would 
like to read it all to them. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, the question had been raised earlier 
about whether there were gangsters and hoodlums behind this com- 
pany and whether Mr. Bufalino was merely a front for them. 

Of course, we were very interested in the activities. We have al- 
ready had testimony that Mr. Priziola, who has been indicted as a to 
figure in narcotics, was associated with the company. We have ha 
the testimony that Mr. Angelo Meli was a salesman for the com- 


any. 
, We have had the testimony that out of the $20,000 that Mr. Buf- 
alino put up, $15,000 was borrowed from a bank where Santo Volpe 
was the guarantor. 

Now, Mr. Bufalino suggests that we incorporate his testimony be- 
fore the grand jury into the record. I think that would be extremely 
helpful as to the situation. 

Mr. Buratino. I think it would. 

The Cuatrman. Is Angelo Meli your uncle? 

Mr. Buratino. Angelo Meli is my uncle-in-law, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Bufalino, who made the loans to this company, 
to this corporation ? 

Mr. Buratino. Who made the loans to them? I wouldn’t have any 
eae, recollection. But there was a loan, I believe, in the amount of 

6,000 from Angelo Meli. I don’t know if it was made directly to 
= or from me to the company. Actually, I have no present recol- 
ection. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Sam Toceo—. 
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Mr. Buratino. May I answer? 

Mr. Kennepy. Wait a minute. 

Mr. Burauino. You asked a question and you didn’t get an answer, 
If you want to strike your question, then we will strike them both. 

The CHarrMan. Just a moment. 

Counsel was simply trying to straighten you out on the information 
he wanted. Let us not get off on something that wasn’t responsive to 
the question. 

Ask the question again. 

You make answers, and when you get through, it will help us if you 
quit. 

Ask the question. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Angelo Meli, then, loaned $46,000; is that cor- 
rect ? 

Mr. Burauino. Yes; I believe that is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. All right. 

Mr. Sam Tocco, who was in this company with you, was the other 
stockholder in the company. He testified this afternoon that he was 
never aware that Mr. Angelo Meli had put any money into this 
corporation. 

Will you explain that to us? 

Mr. Burattno. No. I don’t have any explanation. He is going to 
have to explain his answers. I willexplain mine. If he wasn’t aware 
of this or doesn’t remember, I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you mean $46,000 was put in this corporation by 
Angelo Meli, and one of the two owners of the corporation was un- 
aware of it? 

Mr. Burauino. If you would only check the question, we will go 
back to the question. You wanted to know if he put in $46,000, or 
loaned $46,000, I think you said, loaned $46,000. He did. Whether 
he loaned it to me or loaned it to the company, I don’t even remember. 

The Cuatrman. The question is whether the company would bor- 
row some $46,000 from this man- Meli without Mr. Sam Tocco, the 
other partner or the other owner of the company, knowing about it? 

Mr. Burarrno. Well, I actually don’t even know—I don’t remember 
whether or not the company borrowed it or whether I borrowed it. 
I understand Mr. Kaplan has checked all the records. Certainly the 
records will reflect who did what towhom. They will be in there. 

The CuHarmmMan. Well, I don’t know whether they do or not. There 
is testimony here that this man Meli served as a salesman, receiving 
$125 a week. According to the testimony, the records don’t reflect that 
at all. 

Mr. Burautno. I was listening 

The Coarrman. Wait a minute. 

Mr. Burattno. ITamsorry. Go ahead. 

The Cuarrman. I don’t know whether the records are completely 
accurate or not. We ask you these questions to determine whether 
they are accurate or whether there are discrepancies in them, and try 
to get just what the facts are. 

Mr. Buratino. May I comment on that, Mr. Chairman, a brief 
comment ? 

The Cuarrman. Very briefly. 
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Mr. Buraurino. I heard Mr. Kaplan makethat statement. He didn’t 
say how many records, what records, if he saw one or all of them. If 
he saw the ledgers, the daily entry books or whatever they were, the 
checkbooks, the canceled checks. Certainly I wouldn’t be testifying 
in 1946 in a State grand jury when they had the books and records in 
front of them that he was a salesman if he wasn’t. That is what I 
base my present recollection on. 

The CuatrMan. All right. You have said he is a salesman. Ac- 
cording to the records we have, there is no record that he was a sales- 
man. ‘Therefore, now, we find a loan here of $46,000 to somebody in 
connection with the business. We find one of the principal owners 
saying he knows nothing about it. It is those things we are trying 
to get correct here because there is some inference which has been 
stated, I think, that there was an element of folks in back of this 
thing or involved in it regarded as not desirable business associates, 
if I may say it that way, from the standpoint of society. 

Mr. Buraurno. My uncle was. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I don’t know how good your uncle is. 

Proceed, Mr. Kennedy, with the questioning. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Sam Tocco also testified that you both put up 
equal amounts of money. 

Mr. Buratno. It wouldn’t be equal if he put 25 and I put 20. 

Mr. Kennepy. If you received $46,000 from Angelo Meli, did you 
then invest that money in the company under your own name? 

Mr. Buratino. I don’t remember that. The books will reflect it. 
Mr. Kaplan knows. Hesaw them. 

Mr. Kennepy. The books do not reflect that. I am trying to get 
the information from you. You have been putting statements out, 
Mr. Bufalino, as to the fact that you were looking forward to testify- 
ing. 

Mr. Burauino. I certainly was. 

(At this point Senator Goldwater entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepvy. And you have been giving all of this information. 

Now we have this $46,000 of Angelo Meli, which is extremely 
important. 

Mr. Bura.ino. How is that relevant to the scope of this inquiry in 
the first place ? 

Secondly, how is it going to affect the legislation in this Congress? 

(At this point Senator McClellan withdrew from the hearing room. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. It is a question that is easily understood, as to 
whether you are just acting as a front for the gangster and hoodlum 
element of Detroit; that after this company went out of business, as 
has been testified to, you suddenly appear as head of the union. 

Mr. Buraurno, What did we do that was wrong? That is the im- 
portant thing. What did we do that was wrong? Assuming, 
arguendo, that they are what you say they are, what did we do that 
was in error? We actually pursued our remedies in the courtroom. 

Mr. Kennepy. You just wanted to know why we are going into this, 
and that is why I made the statement. 

Mr. Buratino. Well, that is fine. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have the testimony as it appeared before the 


grand jury, which might be helpful at this time, if we could have it 
made an exhibit. 
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Senator Curtis. This is the testimony of Mr. William Bufalino? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Auuper. He has asked that it be made part of the record, Sena- 
tor. 

Senator Curtis. We will make it an exhibit. It will be exhibit 
No. 89 for reference. 

(Document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 89” for reference 
and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

Mr. Buraino. I want to say that any statements that I make are 
my present recollection. I believe that my recollection at that time— 
I mean, those statements I would want to be my testimony because I 
intended then, like I said, to testify honestly. I certainly don’t want 
to have any statement now in conflict with any then. My recollection 
certainly was much better then. 

Senator Curtis. All right, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Kennepy. I might read some excerpts from that testimony. We 
have it extracted, copies for members of the committee. It states: 


Question. Who were the original subscribers to the stock? 
Answer. Here’s the thing, the stock is not issued to this date— 


and this is November 11, 1946. 


Answer. Here’s the thing, the stock is not issued to this date, but the original 
subscribers were who were intended to be the original subscribers. 

Question. Who were they? 

Answer. Angelo Meli, myself, Johnny Priziola, and Sammy Tocco. 


Mr. Bufalino, was Mr. Meli intended to be one of the original 
subscribers tothis stock? Is that correct ? 

Mr. Buratrno. Yes. I am sorry. Yes; he was intended at the 
beginning. In fact, you see, I will give you a brief explanation. 

At that time, it was in the early part of February. I was discharged 
from the military service effective February 25. I was put out on 
terminal leave on January 18, 1946. At that time, I don’t know if it 
was going to be a partnership or corporation, or what. In the early 
part, we didn’t know what it was going to be. 

On February 12, I believe, we were incorporated. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am glad we got this straightened out now in the 
record. You raised another question in Detroit, sending a telegram 
regarding the association with John Priziola, who has been identified 
here as one of the big narcotics figures in the United States. We 
have here from your own testimony, that involved in this right from 
the beginning were “Angelo Meli, myself, John Priziola, and Sammy 
Tocco.” 

Mr. Buraurtno. I wouldn’t get excited about John Priziola being 
so identified. I will tell you one thing. If they had anything on 
John Priziola, Mr. Siragusa wouldn’t be here testifying as to things 
that he says occurred many years ago. I say that is strictly hearsay. 
This man is innocent until he is proven guilty. 

(At this point Senator McClellan returned to the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Just like Al Capone. 

Mr. Buratino. He was convicted. But let’s stay on the subject 
for the moment. 

Mr. Priziola was not tried. He is entitled to that. This is an 
innocent man, for your information, Mr. Kennedy, and for the world’s 
information. He isnot what you claim him to be. 
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This man walks out of here, actually doesn’t understand the impact 
of your questions, doesn’t know how to help himself, but I think he 
is a loyal man. : 

Mr. Kennepy. And heand Russell Bufalino. 

Mr. Buraurno. That is right, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. (Reading) : 

Question. How much did each of you subscribe for? 

Answer. Well, we were going to take our proportionate share in accordance 
with the amount of money we put up. 

Question. How much did you put up? 

Answer. I put up $20,000 ; my uncle put up $46,000. 

Question. Angelo? 

Answer. That’s right, Angelo Meli put up $46,000. 

Question. You put up $26,000. 

Answer. $20,000. 

Question. Angelo put up $46,000? 

Answer. $46,000. 

Question. That’s $66,000? 

Answer. Mr. Priziola put up $20,000. 

Question. That’s $86,000? 

Answer. Sammy Tocco put up $25,000. 

Question. That’s $111,000? 

Answer. See, there’s $141,000. Now there’s $30,000 that we borrowed, $15,000 
we borrowed from Carlo Dilberto and $15,000 from Nick Ditta. 


That is correct, those statements ? 


Mr. Burartno. Those statements were made under oath. I believe 
those statements to be true and correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, that sets out this whole picture that 
we have been trying to establish as to the figures and the individuals 
who were behind the Bilvin Distributing Co., who had these back- 
grounds and contacts in the underworld in the city of Detroit and 
elsewhere. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Meli put up $46,000, and Mr. Priziola—— 

Mr. Kennepy. He has been identified. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Tocco put up $25,000. 

Mr. Buratino. Sammy Tocco. 

The CHarrman. And this witness put up $20,000. That makes 
$45,000. In other words, Mr. Meli put up $1,000 more than the two 
of them put up together; is that right? 

Mr. Burauino. I don’t know. More than? Yes, $46,000. Yes. 

The Crarrman. $20,000 and $25,000 are $45,000, and $46,000 is 
$46,000, and there is $1,000 difference. You agree on that, don’t you? 

Mr. Burautno. He certainly went by way of left field to put it 
into the record. He could have gotten right to that page. The 
Senate has had it for years, that information. 

The Cuarrman. Sometimes, in some situations, you have to go to 
left field to go to first base. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the witness 
about something he testified to more recently. I don’t think it will 
further confuse the record. 

Do you know an auto wash plant in Dearborn known as the Bubble 
Bath Auto Wash ! 

Mr. Burattino. Yes. 

Senator Curtis. Did you know Gerald Duff, the proprietor? 

Mr. Burarino. I met him. 

Senator Curtis. Did you ever see him ? 
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Mr. Burattno. In the labor board meeting, yes. 

Senator Curtis. Did any of his employees ever sign application 
cards to join your union ? 

Mr. Burautno. I will give you a very briefly—I am going to give 
' you a transcript. 

Senator Curtis. Just whether they did or they didn’t. 

Mr. Burauino. Well, there is a confusion. I don’t think you can 
answer that. There were two Bubble Baths. There is a quick expla- 
nation. I can give you the transcript, and you can read it overnight, 
and you can ask me questions about it tomorrow. 

Senator Curtis. There was another Bubble Bath? 

Mr. Burattno. Yes. 

Senator Curtis. I am referring to the one that he did own and 
operate. 

Mr. Burauino. Well, there was one right next door. It is a very 
brief explanation. Itisallexplained. I know you will be able to—— 

Senator Curtis. Well, what is the answer, then, to the question of 
whether or not you ever did sign up any of his employees ? 

Mr. Buratrno. I don’t know whether or not we have signed up his 
employees. There were two Bubble Baths, one next to each other. 
We signed the employees of Bubble Bath No.1. We asked the Labor 
Mediation Board to recognize us or to intervene because manage- 
ment is disputing the question as to whether or not we represented 
a majority of their employees. We presented that particular case, 
that and many others, about 200 of them, to the Labor Mediation 
Board. That Bubble Bath, this No. 1, was owned by a Mr. X, I don’t 
know his name offhand, and then he builds next door on his own 
property, I understood at the time, builds another place. The cases 
were pending at the Labor Mediation Board, some of them, for 2 and 
3 years. 

Actually, on September 5, I went to the Labor Mediation Board 
to settle 40 cases, and on September 4, if my memory, my recollection, 
serves me correctly, I called the Federal Building in Detroit, and I 
understood Mr. Kennedy was there, and I talked to Mr. Bellino and 
invited them to attend that session. 

Senator Curris. What I want to know is this: Did you have ap- 
plication cards from any of Gerald Duff’s employees ? 

Mr. Burauino. That I don’t know offhand. I will have to check 
that. I don’t believe we claimed that we represented their workers. 

Senator Curtis. In our record of April 10, page 17652, Mr. Kennedy, 
talking to Mr. Duff, said: 

Mr. KenNepy. You were talking about the fact that at the meeting of the 
State Mediation Board, Mr. Bufalino came forward with the cards; is that 
correct? 

Mr. Durr. That is correct. 

Mr. KeNNepy. And he said he had your employees signed up? 

Mr. Durr. That is correct. 

Mr. Krennepy. You looked at the dates of the cards and—first you saw that 
none of these people had worked for you? 

Mr. Durr. That is right. 

Mr. KENNEDY. And they were signed prior to the time of the building being 
erected? 

Mr. Durr. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have a dispute back and forth with Mr. Bufalino? 

Mr. Durr. Yes. 
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Your answer is that you did not have the cards for Mr. Duff’s 
Bubble Bath Wash; is that correct ? 

Mr. Burattno. My answer is, Mr. Senator, that his testimony 
should be referred to the Justice Department—— 

Senator Curtis. No, no. What I want to know is, did you have 
cards from his employees? 

Mr. Buratrno. I had application cards, I believe, from the Bubble 
Bath No. 1, I think. There is going to be a state of confusion unless 
you read the transcript that I have here. 

I recall only one meeting with Mr. Duff in the Labor Board, and 
every word that was spoken is right in this transcript. 

Senator Curtis. What I want to know is: Did you have applica- 
tions cards from his employees ¢ 

Mr. Burauino. I don’t believe that we have ever claimed to have 
application cards from his employees. 

Senator Curtis. It is your position, then, it was a mistake, an 
error, as to which Bubble Bath you referred to? 

Mr. Burattno. It is my position that he was an intruder in the 
meeting of September 5, 1957, and I made it clear then. 

Senator Curtis. Well, now, was it an error, then, that his place of 
business was bombed ? 

Mr. Burattno. Was it what? 

Senator Curtis. Was it an error that his place of business was 
bombed ¢ 

Mr. Burautno. Well, I will tell you, my answer to that is that his 
night watchman, and I don’t want to reflect or cast any aspersions 
on this man’s character or reputation, but I say his night watchman 
used to sleep there and that night he wasn’t sleeping there, and he 
took a lie detector test and didn’t pass it. ‘This man had insurance. 
It was investigated by the prosecutor’s office. Many statements—— 

Senator Curtis. I want to investigate it a little bit. Do you know 
about the bombing ? 

Mr. Buraxino. Only from what I read. I have no knowledge. I 
had no part in it. 

Senator Curris. Did you arrange for it? 

Mr. Burarno. No. 

Senator Curtis. Did you instigate it in any way? 

Mr. Burattno. I made a general statement. i have no knowledge. 
Tactually don’t know anything about that bombing. 

Senator Curtis. Did you pay anyone to do it? 

Mr. Burautno. No. I have no knowledge. Here is another thing, 
here is one thing, Mr. Senator. I am in a bad position here, because 
actually all a person has to say is “No,” and I know the legal implica- 
tions. Two other individuals come in and say “He did.” To get rid 
of me, they will go in and tell something in a courtroom and they 
will try you for perjury. I don’t want to be put in that position. I 
don’t want to quibble over words. 

Senator Curtis. I have just reread the testimony clear through, 
myself. Mr. Gerald Duff did not accuse you of bombing. He said 
it followed the labor trouble with you. His testimony is he went 
to the Mediation Board, and the cards you produced were not for 
anybody that worked for him. You know that his place of business 
was bombed or dynamited, didn’t you? 
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Mr. Burattrno. I didn’t hear you. 

Senator Curtis. You know that his place of business was bombed? 

Mr. Buratino. I read it in the paper, and the later headline was, 
after he went to the prosecutor’s office, “Bufalino to be called in bomb- 
ing probe.” 

Senator Curtis. Were you ever called ? 

Mr. Buraurno. I certainly was, and I gave them the transcript and 
they were able to make their own comparisons as to what he said, and 
the truth, because there is only one meeting at the labor board, and 
his statements 

Senator Curtis. I am talking about the bombing. Don’t sidetrack 
me. Have you ever taken a lie detector test as to whether or not you 
had any knowledge of this bombing or dynamiting ? 

Mr. Burattno. No, I did not. 

Senator Curtis. Would you take one? 

Mr. Buratno. No, sir. 

Senator Currts. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Buratrno. I would not, and I would never advise any client to 
take a lie detector test, because I know what the truth is and I don’t 
need any machine to tell me what the truth is. 

Senator Curtis. All right, Mr. Bufalino, within the last five min- 
utes you, before this committee, attempted to impeach what you said 
was the testimony of the night watchman by the fact that he took the 
lie detector’s test. 

Mr. Buratino. No, I said that I didn’t want to cast any aspersions 
on him. 

Senator Curtis. Yes, I know. 

But you still refuse to take one? 

Mr. Burattno. I don’t think he did it. That is why this machine 
wouldn’t work. 

Senator Curtis You still refuse to take one? 

Mr. Burauino. Well, I will tell you what, let’s all take a lie detec- 
tor. We will have one good party. 

Senator Curtis. I will take one on that bombing. 

Mr. Burautno. Let me ask the question: I don’t think any worthy 
or proper purpose can be accomplished by it. I am telling them 
the truth. 

Senator Curtis. But you wouldn’t take the lie detector test on that 
bombing ? 

Mr. Burauino. A person is innocent until proven guilty, and I 
had nothing to do with it. That is my sworn statement. That super- 
sedes any mechanical device to tell me what I did. 

Senator Curtis. Well, now, here is the thing: This matter is of 
direct concern and within the jurisdiction of this committee. When 
& man is sought out to have his place of business organized, asked to 
put his men in the union, if he refuses, and following that his place 
is bombed or dynamited—anyway, it blows up—and you, as an offi- 
cial of the union that had at least approached, you or your agents had 
approached him, now you state under oath that you would not take 
a lie detector test in reference to that bombing 








Mr. Burautno. Mr. Senator, you have statements, you have made 
several false major premises and, therefore, you will only follow to its 
illogical conclusion. 
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Senator Curtis. No, what I have stated is not false. I resent that 
statement. It is based upon the record. I cross-examined Mr. Duff 
myself. He did have labor trouble but not with his employees. He 
had union trouble with your union. Your union did try to organize 
him. There wasa meeting at the Mediation Board. Some time after- 
ward his place is bombed. I think you have made the record quite 
clear in your statement under oath today that you would not take 
a lie detector test in reference to any knowledge of it. 

Mr. Burautno. That is right. That you can add on all the other 
smears that there are that Bufalino was supposed to have bombed 
that building. Actually, those are the inferences and implications 
that you leave in the record. 

Senator Curtis. There is no inference on my part. I did not say 
you would not take a lie detector test. You said it. 

Mr. Buraino. I am telling you I would never take it for anybody. 

Senator Curtis. I understand that. 

Mr. Burauino. That is my right as an American not to take it. 

Senator Curtis. That is right. 

Mr. Burattno. I will say another thing. What you have done, 
Senator, is that you still refuse to compare the transcript of the 
testimony that actually would reveal to you the true facts and cir- 
cumstances surrounding this thing, and I say, Mr. Senator, that if 
you would devote a few moments of your time to compare this tran- 
script with that statement that he made, I feel that there are many 
inconsistencies. I don’t say that he lied under oath intentionally. 
He may have a faulty memory, or a faulty recollection. But I say 
you owe it to me, specially since you made the statement that you have, 
to actually read this transcript and know that there is a confusion 
in your miud at this time. 

Renter Curtis. Now, Mr. Chairman, I haven’t made any statement 
about Mr. Bufalino. I asked him questions. He made his own state- 
ment. I want the record abundantly clear on that. 

That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHairman. The record is clear. 

Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long had you known Mr. Ditta, Mr. Bufalino? 

Mr. Buratrino. I don’t know. It couldn’t have been very long. 
Like I said then, I got out of the Army on January 18, on terminal 
leave, and I was going in business. It must have been a few weeks, 
a month, or more. But I was in Detroit. I was married there and 
living off the base at the time. That might have been 6 months. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you make the arrangements with Mr. Ditta on 
the $15,000 ? 

Mr. Buraino. I have no recollection as to who made those arrange- 
ments. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know of his background and record at that 
time ? 

Mr. Burarino. You tried to read his background into the record the 
last time I was here, about him, many arrests and all that. I don’t 
believe I knew it. And I don’t think that his background is pertinent 
to the scope of this inquiry at this time. I don’t think that injecting 
the names of all different types of crimes into this record is going to— 
the only thing it will serve is to prove guilt by association. 
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Mr. Kennepy. No. It proves who was behind this company, which 
is extremely important. 

Mr. Burautno. I don’t believe it provesa thing. I told you—— 

Mr. Kennepy. All right. 

Mr. Burarno. Not who was behind you. Itold you. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, then, we have that. 

I think we have already put in the record on Ditta. 

Dilberto ; how long did you know him? 

Mr. BUFALINO. I believe the answer would be the same to both of 
them. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who introduced you to him? 

Mr. Buratrno. I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know his arrest record of some 36 arrests 
and 8 convictions? That is, when you got the $15,000 from him? 

Mr. Burattno. No. I don’t believe I knew the 38 convictions or 
arrests or whatever he had. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who made the arrangements for you to get the 
$15,000 from him ? 

Mr. Burauino. That, again, I don’t have no recollection, and I don’t 
know. And I don’t think it is even pertinent to the scope of this 
inquiry. 

The Cuarrman. The problem is that the whole inquiry is not perti- 
nent, but we are going into it. 

Mr. Buratrno. No, itis. Itservesa worthy purpose. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did you go into the local union 985? When 
did you go into the union ? 

Mr. Buratino. Sometime in the summer of—— 

Mr. Kennepy. 1947? 

Mr. Burautno. 1947. Yes, 1947. 

Mr. Kennepy. What position did you take at that time? 

Mr. Buratino. I was the business manager and labor consultant. 

Mr. Kennepy. With the union? 

Mr. Buratrno. I believe so. 

Mr. Kennepy. Labor consultant with the union? 

Mr. Burattno. Certainly. <A labor adviser. I am an attorney by 
profession. 

Mr. Kennepy. What experience had you had in that field prior to 
the time that you were made business manager of the union ? 

Mr. Buratino. First of all, you don’t need any experience. Once 
you are an attorney, and you have the basis that I had, and being 
interested in employment, in the employment field, as I was then, and 
Mr. Kaplan has an article written by me on postwar employment when 
I was only 23 years old—I think that gives you the insight on my feel- 
ings toward labor and management, that they should cooperate to- 
gether and work in order that both mi i@ht live. 

Mr. Kennepy. Togetherness ? 

Mr. Buraino. That is right. They ought to work together. They 
should work in harmony. 

The CHarrMan. At $25 a week ? 

Mr. Buratrno. I will tell you more about that. I will tell you more 
about that. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Weare getting toit. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. We will. 
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Mr. Bufalino, what experience had you had in the field of labor 
prior to the time you were made business manager of this union? 

Mr. Buratino. Prior to the time that I was made a business man- 
ager ¢ } 

Mr. Kennepy. That is correct. 

Mr. Burauino. Of the union ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Thatisright. That is the question. 

Mr. Burattino. I studied law. Isn’t that enough? You know, now 
it is a good thing that they have some lawyers in the labor field, with 
all the implications that there are. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Bufalino, I will tell you, we are going to have 
a tough time ever finishing this hearing, if you don’t keep your an- 
swers down to trying to answer the questions. That is all that is 
necessary. Just give us what your experience was. _ 

As I understand, the answer is that your experience was that you 
went to law school. Isthat right ? 

Mr. Buratrino. But the thing that is going to cause the difficulty 
here is the fact that you = questions with implications and then a 
fellow has to go around the corner in order to answer and come back 
on to the base again. 

The CHatrMan. He asked you what experience you had had prior 
to becoming business manager in labor. 

Mr. Buratino. What could a boy 29 years old -—— 

The CHarrMAN. Just a moment. He asked you what experience 
ou had had in labor prior to becoming business manager of this 
ocal. 

Wait a minute. 

You said you had become a lawyer. 

Allright ; is that the limit of your experience in labor ? 

Mr. Burautno. No. 

The CuarrMan. Well, why don’t you answer the question ? 

Mr. Buratino. I worked for an A. & P. store, about 14 of them, at 
the rate of 25 cents an hour in Pittston, Pa. When I would work on a 
Saturday, I would work 12 hours and get $3. That would be after 
we would do our work before we get in and after we leave. We had 
about 14 hours. 

The Cuatrrman. What kind of work 

Mr. Buratrno. Then I worked in a warehouse. 

The Cuarrman. What kind of work did you do then ? 

Mr. Buratino. I worked in the warehouses and I was a clerk in 
the storerooms and unloading trucks as they would come off into the 
docks of these A. & P. stores. Then I worked outside the mines for 
about 65 cents an hour dumping coal, in northeastern Pennsylvania, 
in Pittston, and I was working my way through college. 

My mother had passed away when I was 4 and my dad when I was 
17, and I had to support myself, with the assistance of my brothers and 
sisters. They tried to educate me, help me out, and I find myself 
with this kind of a background. 

But since they have been investigating in northeastern Pennsylvania, 
I think that maybe Mr. Kaplan, who made a headline saying that the 
Senate investigator is checking Bill Bufalino, or words to that effect, 


actually makes them look to Bill Bufalino as a notorious person from 
somewhere. 
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He left Wilkes-Barre and actually he has got himself a terrific 
background. But I think he ought to tell what he found, either from 
the police department 

The Cuarrman. I think you have sense enough to realize that you 
are contributing mightily to any bad impression there may be abroad 
about you. We ask you questions, and you go all around the world 
and finally wind up saying practically nothing. If you would answer 
questions to the point I think you would make a much better impres- 
sion, and we windld move along in this thing. 

Mr. Burauino. Maybe it is due to the fact that I am disturbed about 
what they have done to my background and to my children. 

The CHarrman. If you will answer the questions, maybe you will be 
less disturbed, and we can proceed. 

Mr. Burautno. It is not a matter of being disturbed, Mr. Chairman. 
It is a matter of getting their name cleared because it has been blem- 
ished for no reason whatsoever. 

The Cuarrman. I don’t know. I just tried to help you, but appar- 
ently I—apparently you are beyond reach. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. You worked in a grocery store in Pittston? 

Mr. Buratino. Many of them. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you work for Sam Volpe for awhile? 

Mr. Buratrno. I worked in No. 6 colliery. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you work for him? 

Mr. Burautno. I believe he was one of the owners. 

Mr. Kennepy. You say you are an attorney, and that is the back- 
ground that you had, to be a union official, plus what else you have 
here? 

Mr. Burauino. I was about 29 years old. What could I be? I 
worked in A. & P. stores. I went to college for 6 or 7 years. I went 
to law school. I come out; I work for a year or year and a half, and 
I was about 29 yearsold. Whatcan I tell you? 

Mr. Kennepy. And you are a labor consultant now for the union; 
is that it? 

Mr. Burautno. I was the business manager of the union. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is the labor consultant that you brought in? 

Mr. Burattno. Actually, that is what a business manager is. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have the title of labor consultant ? 

Mr. Burautino. I don’t know what you would want to call it. I 
was a business manager. 

Mr. Kennepy. You brought it in. You brought the name “labor 
consultant” in. 

Mr. Burautno. Don’t you actually consult in labor ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Fine. Were you a labor consultant for that union? 

Mr. Buratrno. Don’t you actually consult in labor when you are 
going to bargain and negotiate ? 

Mr. Kennepy. So you were labor consultant and business manager? 

Mr. Burautno. Call it what you want. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you open an office in Detroit for labor consultant 
work at the same time you became a union official ? 

Mr. Buraurno. I believe I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you? 

Mr. Buratrno. Yes. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And you worked out of that office; did you? 

Mr. Burauino. I don’t know where I worked. I don’t know which 
one coincides with what. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you went into the union business and you went 
into the labor consultant business at the same time ? 

Mr. Buraurno. Did you ever hear of a labor consultant han- 
dling—— 

Mr. Kennepy. Just answer the question, Mr. Bufalino. 

Mr. Burautno. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Kennepy. About the same time. 

Mr. Buraurno. If you have some information, put it in. That 
doesn’t bother me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you open an office, and as a labor consultant 
at the same time you went into the union ? 

Mr. Burautno. I don’t remember whether it was at the same time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you open a bank account as a labor consultant? 

Mr. Burattno. I possibly did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you started getting fees as a labor consultant? 

Mr. Buratrno. I possibly did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who were you advising as a labor consultant ? 

Mr. Burattno. I actually have no recollection. My bank accounts 
would certainly reflect it, and you certainly would not be able to put 
any improper reflection on that. 

Mr. Kennepy. You didn’t see that there was a conflict of interest 
in that ? 

Mr. Buraurino. A conflict of interest in what ? 

Mr. Kennepy. In being a labor cnsultant and a union official at 
the same time. 

Mr. Buratino. How do you make a conflict of interest in that ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Just answer the question. 

Mr. Buratino. I can’t see any conflict of interest. Do you? 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you practice law during that period of time? 

Mr. Burautno. I had my office with my brother in Pittston at that 
same time. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about in Michigan? You said it was through 
the fact that you were a lawyer that gave you this background. 

Mr. Buratino. First of all, you don’t have to be a lawyer to be a 
labor consultant, and another thing, too, I didn’t have to be practicing 
law. Once you are a lawyer you are always a lawyer. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are you in fact admitted in Michigan? Were you 
in fact admitted to practice in Michigan ? 

Mr. Burautno. Not in the State courts. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were not? 

Mr. Burattno. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever take the bar ? 

Mr. Burattno. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many times? 

Mr. Buraurino. Mr. Chairman, how is that pertinent to the rele- 
vancy of this 

Mr. Kennepy. You brought in the fact that you were an attorney. 

Mr. Buratino. Mr. Chairman, how is that relevant to the per- 
tinency of this investigation, because if I am required to answer 
these questions, I say that I should be permitted to expound. I have 
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volumes of information pertaining to the bar examinations, and 
volumes of information and letters that I have written. This thing 
will go on forever. If actually I am supposed to actually 

The Cuamman. Do you mean you don’t want to answer? Is that 
what you are saying? 

Mr. Buraino. No. But I am saying that I think he is going off, 
and I think it is not pertinent to the scope of this inquiry. [I say 
that I would like to mention to the Chair that if I am required to 
answer questions of this type, I should be required to make a full, 
complete, and comprehensive answer, and to explain the implica- 
tions on it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I didn’t bring this in. 

The Cuarrman. I believe, rather than wait and endure a long ex- 
planation, I will not compel you to answer. I believe I will forego it. 

Mr. Buratrino. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. But I do believe our information shows that you 
took the examination—how many times? 

Mr. Kennepy. Three times. 

The Cuatrman. Three times. 

Mr. Buraurno. I don’t know if that isso. And there were reasons. 

newer I felt that there were certain reasons. That is why I 
say actually you are injecting information into this record now that 
I will have to explain fully and completely as to the reasons why I 
feel that I was not admitted to practice. 

In the first instance, I think 

The Cuarrman. All right. Say why you feel you weren’t admitted 
to practice, and we will move along. 

Mr. Burauino. Actually, the Kefauver investigations were on at one 
of the times there. I will have to request this Chair, at that time, to 
put in letters and communications that went back and forth from me 
to Senator Kefauver, and from me to the clerks. I think that this man 
is — far afield when he is putting these implications into this rec- 
or e may think 

The Cuarrman. I will tell you what you do. You bundle up all 
the letters you have pertaining to the subject and send them in, and I 
will make them exhibit in bulk to the record. 

Mr. Buraurno. I would rather keep them to myself. I don’t think 
you can accomplish any worthy purpose. 

The Cuarrman. Allright, then. The Chair will permit you to keep 
them to yourself. 

Mr. Burattno. I have given records to the committee and they have 
been here for 2 years, almost. 

The Cuatrman. Allright. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. We will go on. 

With this background, have you received any money—and this is 
why again it is pertinent, Mr. Chairman—have you received any money 
from the Teamsters Union in connection with your law practice? 

Mr. Buraurno. Yes, I have. And let me tell you another thing, Mr. 
Kennedy, if you don’t think that I am capable of presenting my case 
in court, you just come into Michigan and we will try it together 
You try yours and I will try mine. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Bufalino—— 

The Cuarrman. Let us hope that that doesn’t occur until this com- 
mittee concludes its work. 
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Mr. Burautno. Well, I think 

The CuatrMANn. Then there will be time for it. 

Mr. Burauino. For 6 months he hasn’t been in there, and I think 
when they are investigating in Detroit he should come in and check 
some of these auto wash owners and check their background. In fact, 
I have a meeting of quite a few of them Friday night and I will invite 
you to come to the meeting, Mr. Kennedy. You might be able to let 
them know exactly how you feel about the economic conditions. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Bufalino, I am getting the impression that you 
don’t want to answer any questions. 

Mr. Burarino. I will answer. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am getting that impression. 

Mr. Burauino. You have plenty of answers in me. 

Mr. Kennepy. But none of the answers to the questions I am asking 
you. 

Mr. Burauino. You got answers. Read the record. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Bufalino, have you received any money 
from the Teamsters Union in connection with this alleged practice? 

Mr. Buratino. It is not an alleged practice. 

Mr. Kennepy. All right. 

Mr. Buratrno. And you, knowing—well, I believe that you are vio- 
lating the code of legal ethics when you say that, and being an attor- 
ney, you would know, actually 

The CuarrMan. Well, let us see, if you are a lawyer—— 

Mr. Burautino. I said, yes. 

The Crarrman. Listen a minute. If you are a lawyer, you fre- 

uently refer to something that you may honestly believe to be true 
that someone says is true, you refer to it as an alleged fact. 

Mr. Burauino. He calls me an alleged fact, Mr. Senator. 

The Cuartrman. That is what he did, he called it an alleged fact. 
I see nothing wrong about it. You may say you agree with him it is 
not only alleged fact, you may agree to that, but you may say it is an 
actual fact. 

Now proceed with respect to your representation. 

Mr. Buratino. Mr. Chairman, I do not think this discussion is 
going to help put decent laws on the law books or help the Congress 
to legislate. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, you know, I will tell you: You may be giving 
this committee and the Congress more information to enlighten it than 
youthink. You may be surprised. 


Mr. Buratino. They might be able to find out they are not all 
dumbbells. 


The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell me about that, Mr. Bufalino? 

Mr. Burauino. I mentioned in my letter that I do not intend to 
make any general statements or give any answers to general questions. 
Task at this time that I be confronted with specifics. If you have any 
information—I said yes. If you have any information, I request 
that you propound the question, and that question will be answered 
truthfully and to the best of my present recollection. You have books 
and records to be able to show it. You have the union books that 


will indicate it. You have checks. I say that those books and records 
will reflect the extent of what T have made. 
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The Cuarrman. What is the question ? 

Mr. Kennepy. I am trying to find out about the practice that he 
has done. He brought the subject up about the fact that he practiced 
law, and that that was a natural entree into the union business. That 
brought up the question of whether he had actually been admitted to 
the bar in the State of Michigan. Then I asked if he had received any 
money from the Teamsters Union in connection with this practice of 
law. According to our information, he received $5,000 in 1957 from 
local 299 of the Teamsters, which is Mr. Hoffa’s local, and $5,000 in 
1958 for the practice of law. Isthatcorrect? 

Mr. Burauino. Who said it was for the practice of law ? 

Mr. Kennepy. What wasit, then ? 

Mr. Buraurno. I represent Teamsters local 299. 

Mr. Kennepy. I will tell you who said it, the person who endorsed 
the back of the check. It says “Legal service, 1957.” It says “Re- 
tainer for year.” 

Mr. Burauino. That is right. What is wrong with that? 

Mr. Kennepy. You did receive that money ? 

Mr. Burattno. I received that money. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then it is endorsed by William E. Bufalino. 

Mr. Burauino. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you do for local 299 to receive $5,000 in 
1957 and $5,000 in 1958 ? 

Mr. Burattino. I did plenty for local 299. I will tell you what I 
recently did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Let us go first to 1957. 

Mr. Burauino. You are not going to test my recollection. You are 
going to have to ask me specific questions. I worked as an attorne 
in Washington in several cases, where the defendant was acquitted, 
and I worked also just recently at the Labor Board—I actually have 
no recollection of the particular items that I have engaged in or have 
done or have consulted with or gone to labor boards or National 
Labor Relations Boards, or worked in Washington or elsewhere. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is it true that you were here from June 20, 1957, 
to July 9, 1957, and stayed at the Woodner Hotel and charged the 
union $913.10 ? 

Mr. Burautno. That is possible. If you have the bills and the bills 
are there, you can be sure that they got paid for it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then at the Tuscany Hotel, during Mr. Hoffa’s 
first trial in New York City, at the end of 1957, November 22, 1957, 
to December 19, 1957, $1,036.26. Then another charge of $361.76 at 
the Tuscany Hotel. Then during Mr. Hoffa’s second trial again he 
was there a month, from April 20, 1958, to June 23, 1958, for a total 
of $1,438.89. And for a total for 1957-58 of the hotel bills and these 
so-called retainers for professional services of $13,749.92 that went to 
Mr. William E. Bufalino. 

Mr. Burautno. You gave a large figure and a big speech and how 
much money was spent, and you just proved that I am practicing law 
in New York and in Washington. I want you to know that in two 
cases—in fact, the defendant was found not guilty. The defendant 
went home free on all of them. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was the union paying your salary at the same time? 

Mr. Buratino. I don’t know. 
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Mr. Kennepy. You don’t know 

Mr. Buratino. Do you mean local 985 ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Buratino. Read the minutes of the meeting and you will know 
that I have told the members exactly what was happening. I told 
them the position we were taking. I think what we ought to do is go 
through the minutes of those meetings that you have here. 

Mr. Kennepy. We are going to. 

Mr. Buratino. That is all right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was the union paying your salary while you were 
in New York, and while you were in Washington, D.C.? Was the 
union paying your salary during this period of time? 

Mr. Bcuratino. Do you mean local 985 ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Buraurino. Yes, I believe they were. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you charge your own local for legal services? 

Mr. Burauino. I don’t know that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you identify this check? 

The Cuarrman. The Chair hands you what purports to be an orig- 
inal check dated July 19, 1957, in the amount of $160, made out to 
William E. Bufalino, signed by William E. Bufalino, as authorized 
signature for Service Drivers and Helpers Union, Local No. 985. It 
appears to be endorsed on the back by William E. Bufalino. You may 
examine the check and state if you identify it. 

(Document handed to witness.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Burauino. Those are my signatures. It was apparently cashed 
by me. This is July 19% May I see the check stub on this? 

The Cuarrman. | do not have it. You can tell from that check 
whether you signed it. 

Mr. Burarno. It is my signature, but that is all I can tell you 
about: it. 

The Cuairman. That is enough. Is that your signature? 

Mr. Burauino. Yes, it is. 

The Cuairman. That check may be made exhibit 90. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 90” for refer- 
ence, and will be found in the appendix on p. 17700. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you do for that $160 you got from your 
own local ? 

Mr. Burauino. I don’t remember what I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that some legal work you did for them? 

Mr. Buratino. I don’t know that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever charge your own union for legal work? 

Mr. Burattno. I have no recollection if I ever did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can I call Mr. Salinger, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Salinger has been previously sworn. 


TESTIMONY OF PIERRE E. G. SALINGER—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. What do the books show 
The Cuarrman. What books? 


Mr. Sarincer. The cash disbursement books of local 985 of the 
Teamsters Union. 
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It shows that on July 17, 1957, check No. 2328 was issued to Wil- 
liam E. Bufalino, $160 marked “legal.” 
Mr. Kennepy. Does that refresh your recollection ? 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM E. BUFALINO, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, H. CLIFFORD ALLDER—Resumed 


Mr. Burattno. I think that is when Mr. Hoffa got acquitted, around 
that time. Wasn’t that Washington? Wasn’t that stamped Woodner 
or Washington / 

Mr. Kennepy. This is local 985. 

Mr. BurariNo. Look at the stamps on the back of it, rubber stamps, 
I think I noticed there Woodner. 

Mr. Kennepy. It says: 

For deposit only to the credit of Woodner, Woodner Apartments, Woodner 
Hotel. 

Mr. Buratrno. They must have cashed it. I think he was ac- 
quitted July 19. 

Mr. Kennepy. What has that to do with local 985 paying your legal 
bill ? 

Mr. Bourautno. Check the minutes. Check the minutes of the 
meeting. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Bufalino, let me ask you this: Were you down 
here in connection with that trial ? 

Mr. Burauino. Yes, I was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you giving your legal help and assistance in 
connection with the trial ¢ 

Mr. Burauino. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you got $5,000 from local 299 and $160 from your 
own local union as well as your expenses ¢ 

Mr. Bourattno. I donot know about that check. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Edward Bennett Williams, who was run- 
ning the trial say he needed the assistance of Mr. William Bufalino? 

Mr. Bourattno. All you have to do is check the files in Federal 
court—you implied that before. You check the files. I believe there 
was a motion, and there was quite a bit of work. Why don’t you call 
them and ask them what work I did in it ? 

The Cuarrman. We are talking to you. You are the witness. We 
are asking you what youdid. You can remember. 

Mr. Buraurno. He grinned the last time when he asked someone 
else, and he was down here helping Mr. Williams and advising and 
consulting, and I say 

The CuarrMan. Weare asking one of the parties to it. 

Mr. Burauino. And Iam saying I worked here. 

The Cuarrman. All right, you worked here. You were down here 
in that case. Is that right? 

Mr. Buratino. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. From what office do you practice law in Michigan? 

Mr. Buratrno. I don’t practice law. 

Mr. Kennepy. You do not? 
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Mr. Burautno. I am not engaged in the practice of law. I ama 
labor representative in Detroit. : 

Mr. Kennepy. So you 

Mr. Burawino. I have an office at suite 500, Bennett Building, 
Wilkes-Barre, Pa. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have any law books in Detroit ? 

Mr. Bburauino. Yes, there is law books in there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who paid for your law books? 

Mr. Buraurno. The union pays for them, and I have my own, some 
of my own. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much has the union paid for your law books? 

Mr. Burauino. I don’t know. You have accountants. You have 
the records. The books are there. They are stamped. Collect the 
books. They areall stamped. They belong to the union. 

Mr. Kennepy. $598.40 from 1953 to June of 1957 that local 985 paid 
for your law books. 

Mr. Buraurno. I certainly did not buy many law books with that 
much money, but I will tell you one thing. I just bought a Barron 
and Holtzoff on Federal Practice on our case that the union and I 
have. 

Mr. Kennepy. The union? 

Mr. Burauino. Yes. The union paid for it, or they are going to 
pay for it if they didn’t. They will approve it. The members want 
it. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much salary do you receive? 

Mr. Buratrno, The books will reflect that. In the vicinity of 
$20,000 a year there. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then you have expenses ? 

Mr. Burautno. I believe I turned all my expense accounts over to 
you. 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. Do you have expenses? 

Mr. Buratino. Certainly Ihaveexpenses. Everybody has. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have an automobile provided by the union? 

Mr. Buraurno. It is the union’s automobile. I drive it. 

Mr. Kennepy. What kind of automobile? 

Mr. Buraurno. A black Cadillac. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could I put in as evidence, Mr. Chairman, on the 
question of the law books? Mr. Kaplan will testify on that. 

Do we find that the union has, in fact, paid for the law books of 
Mr. Bufalino? 





TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR G. KAPLAN—Resumed 


Mr. Kapian. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is the total from January 1953 to June 1957? 

Mr. Kapuan. The total is $598.40. 

Mr. Kennepy. There are all kinds of law books, are there? 

Mr. Kapian. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you give us some examples of some of those 
books ? 

Mr. Kapran. Well, there is Moore’s “Michigan Marriage, Divorce, 
and Separation Forms,” in two volumes. 
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Mr. Kennepy. How much did the union pay for that ? 

Mr. Kapuan. $25. 

Mr. Kennepy. There is a book called “How To Win Lawsuits.” 
The union paid $6.15 for that. 

Mr. Burauino. You missed the ones on the law on the press. You 
haven’t been there since then, Mr. Kaplan, and the ones on libel. You 
missed all those books. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will stand in recess until 10 o’clock 
tomorrow morning. 

The witness will return at that time. 

I am advised that the committee will have to meet in room 3302 
in the new building. 

(Whereupon, at 4:25 p.m., the hearing in the above-entitled matter 
was recessed, to be reconvened at 10 a.m. of the following day in room 
3302, New Senate Office Building.) 

(Members of the select committee present at the taking of the 
recess: Senators McClellan and Goldwater.) 








INVESTIGATION OF IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE 
LABOR OR MANAGEMENT FIELD 


WEDNESDAY, APRIL 15, 1959 


U.S. Senate, 
SELECT CoMMITTEE ON ImprRoPER ACTIVITIES 
IN THE LABOR OR MANAGEMENT FYEzpD, 
Washington, D.C. 

The select committee met at 10:15 a.m., pursuant to Senate Reso- 
lution 44, agreed to February 2, 1959, in room 3302, Senate Office 
Building, Senator John L. McClellan (chairman of the select com- 
mittee) presiding. 

Present: Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Sen- 
ator Sam J. Ervin, Jr., Democrat, North Carolina. Also present: 
Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel; Walter R. May, assistant counsel ; 
John P. Constandy, assistant counsel; Arthur G. Kaplan, assistant 
counsel; Robert E. Manuel, assistant counsel; Sherman S. Willse, 
investigator; Pierre E. G. Salinger, investigator; Walter C. De 
Vaughn, investigator; B. Franklin Herr, Jr., investigator; Ruth 
Young Watt, chief clerk. 

The CuarrmMan. The committee will be in order. 

(Members of the select committee present at the convening of the 
session were Senators McClellan and Ervin.) 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Bufalino. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM E. BUFALINO, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, H. CLIFFORD ALLDER—Resumed 


The CHarrman. We will proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Bufalino, I believe you stated yesterday you 
went into the union in June of 1957; is that correct ? 

Mr. Burautno. Around that time; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you make your arrangements for going into the 
union with Mr. Hoffa? 

Mr. Buratrno. No; I did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was it in the union that you discussed this 
matter with ? 

Mr. Burautno. I believe it was with Mr. James, Eugene C. James. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any conversations with Mr. Hoffa in 
connection with it? 

Mr. Buraurno. I don’t believe I had. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Had you known Mr. Hoffa prior to that time? 

Mr. Burauino. I don’t believe I had. I may have, but I don’t 
have any recollection of having, but if it was, it certainly would have 
been very casual, to say the least. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had not had a very friendly relationship with 
Mr. James up to that time; had you? 

Mr. Burautno. We had some labor disputes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you had testified against him before the Mur- 
phy grand jury? 

Mr. Buratrino. I wouldn't say that. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had testified in connection with his activities 
before the Murphy grand jury; what you felt were improper 
activities. 

Mr. Buratrino. I think in my complete testimony, it having been 
placed into the record ; I believe it will speak for itself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes; and wouldn’t you characterize it, Mr. Bufa- 
lino, that you were exercised at the way the union was being run by 
Mr. James, and you testified in connection with that ? 

Mr. Burarno. I believe my testimony, first of all it was complete- 
ly responsive, and my testimony was in connection with the lawsuit 
that was instituted by me in civil court, and circuit court there— 

Mr. Kennepy. Against whom? Justso wecan clarify it. 

Mr. Bourautino. It was Bilvin Distributing Co. v. Music Mainte- 
ance Workers Local Union 23841. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that was the union headed by Mr. James? 

Mr. Burauino. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. So at least you did not have a very friendly atti- 
tude, or you instituted a suit against him and you testified before the 
grand jury in connection with that, and then you say that Mr. James 
was the one that brought you into the union ? 

Mr. Buratrno. Actually the institution of the suit, if we want to 
get into that suit 

Mr. Kennepy. No. 

Mr. Burautno. Actually, I have the opinion of the court—— 

Mr. Kennepy. Let us not get into that. Just answer the ques- 
tions, and then we can move along. We are going to have to close 
this morning, and just answer the questions and we can go along. 
You don’t have to go into a long speech every time. 

Mr. Burarino. How could we close—— 

Mr. Kennepy. It is another way of taking the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Buraurino. The fifth amendment is here, and I don’t intend to 
resort to it. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are resorting to the same thing by not answer- 
ing the questions, and you did the same thing yesterday. You are 
completely unresponsive. 

Mr. Burarino. You will get responsive answers, full truth and 
fully complete, Mr. Kennedy, and I feel that you won’t be able to 
finish with me this morning, if you actually want me to answer all 
of the charges that have been lodged against me. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Bufalino, if you will answer the question first, 
the Chair will then indulge you for a brief explanation within proper 
limits. But if you are going off on a tangent each time a question is 
asked, I am going to have the questions that we want answered, asked, 
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and I will direct the counsel to ask you the questions that we want 
answered. We are going to go on here until 12 o’clock, and we are 
going to get all of those questions in. If you want them answered 
now, you are going to have the opportunity. Otherwise, if you feel 
that they are not answered, and that you haven’t gotten into this 
record all that you want in it, your next appearance will be at your 
request, and you will be volunteering and at your own expense. I 
don’t want any misunderstanding. 

The Chair wants to be fair with you, and I want you to answer any- 
thing that has been said about you, any implication that you think 
is of a derogatory nature. But answer the questions and you will 
get your answers in. We will make a record here that will tend to 
throw some light on the situation and your side of the issue. 

If you don’t, you are going to have a messed up record here that 
is not going to reflect to your credit and maybe one that is not com- 
plete. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Burauino. Mr. Chairman, may I have one point of order? 

The CHarrMAN. You may have one point. 

Mr. Burattino. I would like to state that the questions of the chief 
counsel in many instances have overtones of impropriety, and for that 
reason I think that they need an explanation. Actually, the only 
thing that I said—— 

The Cuairman. The Chair told you to answer the question and I 
will give you an opportunity to make a brief explanation. 

Mr. Buratino. the only thing I would ask is for a few moments 
at. the end to sum up very briefly my position in ay own behalf. 

The CHatrman. You help us reach the point where we can have 
that few moments. 

Mr. Buratno. All right. 

The Cuarmrman. But if you take up all of the time, we may not 
get there. 

Mr. Buraurino. That is fair enough. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Bufalino, you had had these labor disputes 
with Mr. James, and your company had a lawsuit against Mr. James; 
and No. 3, you had a period before a grand jury in connection with 
Mr. James’ activities. 

Now, could you explain why it was that Mr. James, after he ob- 
tained a Teamster charter, decided to bring you into the union as a 
Teamster official ? 

Mr. Burauino. Well, yes; I think I have an explanation for that. 

Mr. Kennepy. All right, just give it and we will go along. 

Mr. Burauino. And one is, first of all, when the grand jury is 
investigating, when I went there I could certainly have been the tar- 
get of the investigation, as you will be able to read and ascertain from 
the testimony of many of the witnesses that appeared before them. 

Senator Ervry. You are not answering the question. He is asking 
you a question why you were brought in the union, and you are off 
on a tangent talking about the grand jury investigation. 

Mr. Burauino. The thing is, Mr. Senator, actually when he men- 
tions that they were investigating Mr. James, that is actually a half 
truth. I believe they might have been investigating me, and they 
say I was backed by gangsters. 
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Senator Ervin. As the chairman has pointed out awhile ago, the 
only way you will ever get any information is the way the courts get 
it, is to let the question be answered first, and then make your explana- 
tion. If you have any matters that will throw further light on it, 
after you have answered it, then you will be privileged to give them. 

Mr. Kennepy. I didn’t say the grand jury was just investigating 
Mr. James, Mr. Bufalino. I said that you testified against him, as 
you said today. Just listen to the question and then answer it. 

Mr. Burautno. Now, the answer is that Mr. James apparently found 
out what I actually knew about labor law and the labor movement 
when he heard me testify in the circuit court. And I think that he 
might have reevaluated his opinion about me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, in the circuit court 

Mr. Buratrno. In the circuit court, that is a circuit court in Michi- 
gan. Itisacivil court. 

Mr. Kennepy. In connection with what case ? 

Mr. Burauino. Bilvin Distributing Co. v. Music Maintenance 
Workers Union 23814. 

Mr. Kennepy. As I understand your testimony, he was so impressed 
with your suit against him that when he got a Teamster charter he 
brought you in as a fellow Teamster official ? 

Mr. Buratrno. Those are my assumptions, and you will have to ask 
him what his real reason is. 

Mr. Kennepy. I asked him and he took the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Buratrno. I can’t help that. 

Mr. Kennepy. I understand, and now your answer is that from 
what you understood of it, he was so impressed with you when you 
were suing him, that he brought you in as a fellow Teamster official; 
is that right? 

Mr. Burattno. No; that is not my answer, and my answer remains 
as it is on the record. I think if you want to get along, I don’t have 
to repeat it. 

Mr. Kennepy. All right. We had the testimony here before the 
committee that Mr. Hoffa called a meeting of the various operators 
in the jukebox business in the late summer or early fall of 1947 and 
told them that you would be the one in charge of the union. 

Now, would that be correct, that they should turn to you for any 
of the problems? 

Mr. Burattno. I don’t have any recollection of that. There have 
been many statements made about that, and I have no recollection 
of that particular thing, but you have made certain statements to 
the effect that Mr. Hoffa put me into the union, and I have my copy 
of the minutes of the meeting, that actually elected me, and I have 
the shorthand notes taken at that particular time. 

Mr. Krennepy. Do you deny that Mr. Hoffa had such a meeting, 
called a meeting of the operators and told them that you were going 
to be running the union ? 

Mr. Burarrno. I neither admit it, and don’t deny it, and tell you 
that I have no present recollection on that phase of this investigation. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Hoffa’s brother-in-law was the first secre- 
tary-treasurer of that union ? 

Mr. Burattno. I don’t know that to be so, of my own knowledge. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Well, the documents we have already placed in the 
record indicate that James Langley, who is Mr. Hoffa’s brother-in-law, 
was the first secretary-treasurer of the local. 

Did you know him ? 

Mr. Burauino. I know James Langley, and I don’t believe I knew 
him at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did not? 

Mr. Burattno. I don’t believe I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, did Mr. James remain on actively as head of 
this union ? 

Mr. Buratrno. James acted, or remained as head of the union, I 
believe, until it was around November 1930. 

Mr. Kennepy. Of 1950? 

Mr. Buratrno. Yes, I am 20 years behind times. But he worked 
in Florida, and either 1948 or 1949 there was an international con- 
vention of the Laundry Workers International Union, and I believe 
he was elected as an official there, and later on was transferred to 
Chicago, and later on resigned and I was elected in November of 
1950. 

Mr. Kennepy. Tell me this: Why did the union, if he was down 
in Florida, and then in Chicago, continue to pay his salary for a period 
of several years ? 

Mr. Buratrno. He was still running the union, and I was the busi- 
ness manager, and he was still the president, and check the books, 
and records, and canceled checks, and receipts and letters and cor- 
respondence, and any of that, and you will find that to be so. 

Mr. Kennepy. He could do that while he was running an organi- 
zational campaign in Florida, and then being a business representative 
of a laundry workers union in Chicago ? 

Mr. Buratrno. He was doing that very thing, to my recollection. 

Mr. Krennepy. And so the salary was continued during all of that 
time; is that right ? 

Mr. Burartno. Yes, sir, and he was an elected officer. 

Mr. Kennepy. When he resigned in November of 1950, his salary 
continued for some 6 months after that. Can you explain that? 

Mr. Burautino. I don’t believe that to be so. I have no recollection, 
and I would like to see one canceled check, just one canceled check in 
1951. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know where all of the records are? 

Mr. Burattno. The bank will have the photostatic copies. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have the records of the union? 

Mr. Buratino. No, I don’t have. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened to the records? 

Mr. Burattno. I actually don’t have those records. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened to the records? 

Mr. Burattno. There they must have been destroyed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who destroyed them? 

Mr. Buratro. I actually don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you order them ? 

Mr. Buratrno. I did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you order the records destroyed ? 

Mr. Buratrno. I did not. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Who destroyed them ? 

Mr. Burattno. I don’t know that. 

Mr, Kennepy. Where are the records? 

Mr. Buratino. Where are the records? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Burauino. I already answered that. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is the answer? 

Mr. Burattno. I actually don’t know where those records are that 
you are talking about. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you asked us to examine the records, it 
makes it a little difficult if you who are in charge of the union don’t 
have the records, 

Mr. Burattno. I challenge you, Mr. Senator, or Mr. Kennedy, to 
show me one canceled check in 1951, January or February or what- 
ever you want, and you can get the photostatic copies actually at the 
bank if there areany. I don’t know of any and I don’t remember any, 

Mr. Kennepy. We will see what wecanfind. Of course, asI under- 
stand, Mr. Hoffa testified before the Hoffman committee that those 
records had been destroyed prior to December 31, 1952. We have the 
quarterly reports of the union, local 985, which were made during that 

eriod of time, and they show that Mr. Jimmy James received some 

2,400 after he resigned from the union in November of 1950. He had 
been down in Florida during 1949 and 1950, and he was receiving his 
salary then, but after November of 1950 according to the quarterly 
negerne he still received another $2,400. 

fr. Buraurno. I actually don’t have any recollection, and I don’t 

know. Actually I don’t know how they work these quarterly reports, 
if it actually means that the quarterly report is being filed at the end 
_< last quarter, which would mate cover September and Oc- 
tober. 
‘ Mr. Kennepy. No, this is after November of 1950 that he received 

2.400. 

Mr. Buratino. I think the reports will speak for themselves. But 
show me one check after I was president, signed by me, to Mr. James, 
like you say about 6 months, and show me one in 3 months. 

Mr. Kennepy. I can’t do that, because Mr. Hoffa and Mr. Bufalino 
evidently had the records destroyed. 

Mr. Buratino. Not Bufalino, and I don’t know about Mr. Hoffa, 
and I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is what he testified to before the Hoffman grand 
jury, or the records were all destroyed. 

Mr. Buraurno. There was no Hoffman grand jury. They acted like 
one. 

Mr. Kennepy. The Hoffman committee, on December 31, 1952. He 
said all of the records were destroyed. 

Do you have any explanation ? 

Mr. Burattno. I already gave you my explanation, and it is right 
in that record. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now 





Mr. Bura.ino. Excuse me one moment, and may I have a moment, 
please ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Bufalino—— 
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Mr. Bura.ino. Will you wait one moment more, please ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we are obtaining the quarterly reports 
from the office. May we have permission to place those in the record ? 

The CuairMan. They may be made exhibit No. 91 for reference. 

(Documents were marked “Exhibit No. 91” for reference and may be 
found in the files of the select committee. ) 

The CuHarrman. If there are more than one, they may be made 
exhibits 91—A, B, and C, in the order of their dates. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can I go ahead ? 

Mr. Burauino. Yes. 

Mr. Krennepy. How many members do you have in your union? 

Mr. Buratino. Gee, our records reflect it and I would say in the 
vicinity of 1,000 or 1,500. In the vicinity of 1,000 or 1,500, and the 
records would actually reflect that. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have a difficult time from the records determin- 
ing how many people are in the union. For instance, how many are in 
your car wash division ? 

Mr. Buratrno. That I actually have no knowledge, or no specific 
information, and the records are available to you and you can make 
that determination more accurately. 

The Cuarrman. Who would know? What officer would know? 
And whose duty is it to know? 

Mr. Burauino. It is right in the books. 

The CuamrmMan. Whose duty is it to know ? 

Mr. Burauino. To have a total count? I don’t think anyone. 

The Crarrman. To know how many members you have. 

Mr. Burattno. I think that the records that are sent into the inter- 
national would reflect the amount that we pay per capita taxes on. 

The CHatrman. They would not show which was in a carwash 
division or which was in a jukebox division, would they ? 

Mr. Burauino. If you want to break it down, I will have to get a 
breakdown, or give the books to one of your men and give them a room 
and let them figure it out. 

Mr. Kennepy. They will need a big room to figure that one out, I 
will tell you that. 

Mr. Buratrno. That is all right. We have big rooms. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many are in your jukebox division? 

Mr. Burattno. That would have the same answer. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many employers are there in the jukebox 
division ? 

Mr. Buratrno. Actually I have no knowledge on it. 

Mr. Kennepy. We will try to help you on that anyway. 


TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR G. KAPLAN—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Kaplan, have we made an examination to deter- 
mine how many members of the jukebox division 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kaplan’s statement will be that of a witness. 
He has been sworn. 

Mr. Kaptan. Yes, sir, we have. We examined it on the basis of 


the list submitted by the union to us of their membership and of the 
companies. 











17650 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 

Mr. Kennepy. What does that show as of what date ? 

Mr. Kapian. As of May 1956, there were 83 of the 154 employers 
self-employed. 

Mr. Kennepy. There are 154 in the jukebox division ? 

Mr. Kaptan. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And how many of those people are employers or 
self-employed ¢ 
Mr. Kaptan. Eighty-three. 
Mr. Kennepy. That is more than 50 percent. They are employers? 
Isthat right, Mr. Kaplan ? 
Mr. Kapian. That is right; yes, sir. 
The Cuarrman. That is taken from the records of this union? 
Mr. Kaptan. Yes,sir. Those lists were submitted to us. 
The CuatrmMan. By whom ? 
Mr. Kaptan. By Mr. Bufalino. 
The CuHarrmMan. Submitted by him. 
All right. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM E. BUFALINO, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, H. CLIFFORD ALLDER—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Bufalino, would you explain why it is necessary 
to have more than 50 percent of your jukebox division made up of 
employers? 

Mr. Burautno. Well, let me tell you that. First of all this is a 
peculiar type of business. 

Mr. Kennepy. We found that out. 

Mr. Burattino. I don’t know if you found it out yet. You found 
out the one side of it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Go ahead. 

Mr. Burartno. The other side is that the man who is the working- 
man—they are all workingmen. Though the man might own phono- 
graphs, he is strictly an employee and he is a workingman. They 
have a right to determine whether or not they want to join the union, 

Now, if our union were to say to a group of individuals, who might 
own 12 jukeboxes or 20 jukeboxes, or any other type of coin-machine 
equipment, “You cannot belong to the union,” actually that is exactl 
what the big employers want in order that they can scoop up the small 
companies. I say that it is spelled out completely and comprehen- 
sively in our contracts that this is a determination for the man himself. 

Mr. Kennepy. What can you do for the employer ? 

Mr. Buratrno. I would like to answer it because being interrupted 
you don’t get the answer. I think I am following up to the conclusion 
that actually, having that particular point spelled out in our agree- 
ment, if you feel that it is improper, we can get right to the crux of 
the thing and put it—the Senate can actually put it into legislation 
and, therefore, we would be able to actually spell out what the union 
should do. 

Senator Ervin. Can you point out any provision of the Taft- 
Hartley law that gives a union the right to act as an agent for em- 
ployers, self-employed people, people in independent businesses, who 
are not employees of et ? 

Mr. Buratrno. I believe the Supreme Court of the United States 
recently made a ruling on that. 
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Senator Ervin. That is not quite an answer to my question. Can 

ou point out anything in the Taft-Hartley law, any single provision 
of the Taft-Hartley law, that authorizes a union to represent self- 
employed people who are not employees of anybody ? west 

Mr. Burarno. Those men actually, Mr. Senator, are competing in 
labor. They are selling their services. There is a demand for their 
employment in the city of Detroit, and they desire to become members 
ofthe union. I don’t think 

Senator Ervin. I will put my question to you for a third time: 
Can you point out any provision of the Taft-Hartley law that author- 
izes a union to be the representative of people who are engaged in 
business for themselves and are not employees of anybody except 
themselves ? 

Mr. Burautno. Actually, I don’t have the Taft-Hartley law before 
me. I believe that I would be able, if I can’t show it to you in the 
Taft-Hartley law, I can show you something in decisions, court deci- 
sions, that will give us that right. 

Senator Ervin. You have been organizing without finding whether 
the law authorized you to organize them ? 

Mr. Buratrno. That is not so, Senator. 

Senator Ervin. Don’t you know that the Taft-Hartley law is just 
concerned with providing representatives for employees of some third 
person ? 

Mr. Burattino. Yes, I know that. But I will tell you one more 
thing. When a man owns 12 jukeboxes, though he may be employed 
for Rieeelt. he is self-employed, and we are taking Mr. Kaplan’s 
figures, he is self-employed to the extent that he actually handles 12 
jukeboxes, but he can do that in 1 day. We seek to represent him 
for employment elsewhere. 

Senator Ervin. What about a man who owns 12 factories, 12 stores, 
or 12 other businesses ? 

Mr. Buraurno. He is a capitalist. 

Senator Ervin. And a man who owns a jukebox and operates is a 
capitalist also to that extent. There would be some justification for 
a union representing the men, the people who work for the owner and 
operator of the jukeboxes, but not for them. 

Mr. Burattno. Mr. Senator, if actually the Congress would legis- 
late and say that they cannot belong to a union, they will virtually 
put the small businessman out of business, the small jukebox operator. 

Senator Ervin. As a matter of fact, I will ask you if section 8(b) 
(4)(A) does not expressly forbid a union to force self-employed peo- 
ple into membership. 

Mr. Burattno. You actually used the word “force.” You look 
into our contract and it gives the man an option to do as he desires, 
and the union membership is available to him. The word “forced” is 
the actual crux of the entire—— 

Senator Ervin. It is an unfair labor practice, is it not, under Taft- 
Hartley, for a union to coerce a self-employed person into union 
membership ? 

Mr. Burattno. That is not my opinion in the first place. Actually, 
I don’t think that the jukebox business in the city of Detroit comes 
under the Taft-Hartley Act. I believe that in 1953, when the same 
problem arose, certain operators went into the National Labor Rela- 
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tions Board and they did not assume jurisdiction, from what I under- 
stand. I wasn’t there, but I believe you will find that to be so. 

Senator Ervin. I will commend to your reading section 8(b), sub- 
section (b) (4) (A). I think that you will find that requiring any em- 
ployer or self-employed person to join any labor or employee organ- 
ization is an unfair labor practice under the Taft-Hartley law. 

Mr. Burauino. If they are forced or coerced. 

Senator Ervin. Or required. 

Mr. Buratino. Forced, coerced, or required. But that is not in 
our contract. 

Senator Ervin. That is not in your contact, but the evidence would 
indicate that it is the process by which you get him to agree to your 
contracts. 

Mr. Burattno. That is the plaintiff’s case. The defendant’s case 
you haven’t heard yet. 

Senator Ervin. No; and at the present progress we are not likely 
to ever hear it. 

The Cuarrman. Let us proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. The union, then, is there as sort of an association 
to help the self-employed people protect their locations ? 

Mr. Buratino. No; that is not the reason. 

Mr. Kennepy. It helps the self-employed people in what way, then, 
the union ? 

Mr. Burattno. Actually, it is right in the contract how it helps. 

Mr. Kennepy. How does it help them ? 

Mr. Buraurno. Let’s take a contract and go over it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just tell me how it helps the self-employed person. 

Mr. Bourauino. First of all, the self-employed person we seek em- 
ployment for him. A man who has 10 or 12 jukeboxes can handle 
them, as I say, in 1 day and he actually has 5 days left in the week, 
and he is used as a serviceman for other companies. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is just a self-employed person who doesn’t 
work for anyone else. 

Mr. Burattno. If he doesn’t want to belong to the union, he stays 
sei But I am not going to keep him out. Let the Senators keep 
1im out. 

Mr. Kennepy. But we have had testimony before this committee 
that the employers, people in the jukebox industry, are coerced into 
the union, that they have no choice because you have these stickers on, 
and that they have to have these stickers in order to do business in 
these various cities. 

You are a union official, you come before the committee and say 
you want to testify. Tell the committee how your union is helping 
over 50 percent of the members of the union in the jukebox section, 
namely the self-employed people. How are you a them ? 

Mr. Buratrno. There is a demand for the union label. There is 
a demand for union service. Detroit isa uniontown. They actually 
come in and seek membership. We have no right under the law 
to refuse them membership. If we do, actually we lend ourselves to 
further implications of putting the small businessman out of business. 

Senator Ervin. The union is supposed to represent employees. 

Mr. Burattno. We do. 

Senator Ervin. And not employers. When a union—well, a union 
can’t serve both God and mammon. When the union undertakes to 
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serve both the employer and the employee, it is putting itself in a 
position in which it cannot act in the best interests of either one. It 
means that, to my mind, when they undertake to represent an em- 
ployer of labor instead of confining their representation to employees, 
that the chances are if they are union leaders, about like other human 
beings, that they are putting themselves in an impossible situation 
where there is a conflict of interest, and they cannot adequately or 
properly represent either side. 

Mr. Burauino. Well, all of the facts and circumstances are going 
to have to be gone into. They have been gone into many, many years 
in Detroit, with grand juries, prosecutors, police departments, courts, 
and I say that they have completely gone over it. If there is any- 
thing that we are doing that is wrong, we actually belong in the 
courts with a right to defend ourselves. If actually the Congress 
feels that we are doing the wrong thing and there is no adequate law, 
I say that they should enact legislation along those lines. 

Senator Ervin. They have had a very fundamental principle of 
ethics that has been recognized in all of the generations since civil- 
ization had its origin, and that is that no man and no organization 
can serve two masters. 

Mr. Buratino. We could serve God and man. 

Senator Ervry. But not God and mammon, and not two masters 
whose interests are diverse. 

Mr. Burauino. You actually don’t have that particular case here, 
Mr. Senator. 

Senator Ervin. When you undertake to represent the owner and 
operator of jukeboxes and also the people that work for him, you have 
identically that case. You have two groups that you are undertaking 
to act for, whose interest are, in many cases, antagonistic to each 
other. 

The Cuatrman. Let me ask you this question: You have both the 
employer and his employees in your union. When it comes time to 
make a contract regarding their wages and working conditions, which 
side do you represent as the head of the union ? 

Mr. Burarino. Actually, we have the same case here if you have a 
particular case—and I think we ought to talk about specifics rather 
than generalities. 

The Cuarrman. I am talking about specifics, just as specific as we 
can be. You have men who work for people who own jukeboxes. You 
have people who own jukeboxes who have people working for them 
on those boxes, both of them members of your union. 

Now, when an issue comes up as to a new contract for those employees 
with their employers, which side are you on as the head of the union; 
the employer or the worker ? 

Mr. Burauino. They are both employees of a 

The Cuarrman. They are not both employees. 

Mr. Buratino. Why aren’t they, Mr. Senator? 

The Cuarrman. They are self-employed. That doesn’t make them 
oe 

r. Burattno. For instance, you have Bell’s Music Co. 

The Cuamuan. I am asking you which one of the two do you 

represent ¢ 


_ Mr. Burarino. The contract will have to speak for itself in every 
individual case. 
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The CuarrmaNn. The contract can’t speak for that. 

Mr. Buratno. Yes, it will. 

The CHatrman. You only can speak for which side your union 
represents. 

{r. Burauino. I represent labor covering hours, wages, working 
conditions, conditions of employment. 

The Cuarrman. Then you don’t represent the employer, yet you 
make him belong to the union. 

Mr. Burarino. We don’t make him. 

The Cuatrrman. And you take his money. 

Mr. Burautno. I respectfully submit—— 

The Cuartrman. I submit from the evidence before this committee 
that you try to make them belong. 

Mr. Buratrno. Mr. Senator, you are coming to a conclusion and 
you actually are prejudging. 

The CHarrman. That is based upon the evidence before this com- 
mittee. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Buraurno. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully submit that I am being 
prejudged in these phases of the investigation. 

The Cuarrman. I am not prejudging you. You are passing judg- 
ment on yourself or by implication. I asked you who you represented. 

Mr. Burauino. I answered that I represented the workingman. 

The Cuarrman. If you do represent the workingman, then there is 
a conflict of interest, because you are taking the money from the man 
who hires him. 

Mr. Buratino. And I say if you think it is wrong, Mr. Senator—— 

The Cuarrman. It is wrong, and you know it. 

Mr. Burauino. Then you ought to put it into the laws. 

The CuarrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to point out this letter, dated June 
20, 1950, under the signature of Mr. William Bufalino. A paragraph 
in the letter says: 

All members of this union and their employees are urgently requested to 
attend a meeting of the union. 

Mr. Burattno. That certainly is a play on words. Look at the 
letterhead and you will see on the left-hand James, E. C. James, 
president, possibly, and on the right William E. Bufalino, business 
manager. 

I must have wrote the letter. I don’t even have to see it. So it isa 
play on words. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is what you say. This isnot us. You are ask- 
ing for evidence. 

Mr. Burattno. Don’t indict me for it. 
Mr. Kennepy (reading) : 


All members of this union and their employees. 


Mr. Buratino. Indict me for it. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are representing employers. You are an em- 
ployer association. You are not a union official, Mr. Bufalino. 

Mr. Buratino. That is what you say. My members tell me I am. 
I represent them. You have the minutes of the meetings. We can go 
through them, even in your leisure time. I will sit with the witness, 
though. We will record what we have to say in private, and then—— 
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Mr. Kennepy. We will do it out here. 

Mr. Buraurno. That is all right. 

Senator Ervin. I started to say when you undertake to represent 
both employers and their employees, you are occupying just about 
as high an ethical plane as the lawyer who would undertake to repre- 
sent both the plaintiff and the defendant in the same lawsuit. 

Mr. Buratino. No; but actually if you are to represent the plain- 
tiff and the defendant, if the defendant—if the defendant was about 
to go to the gallows, you would have to help him out, and that is what 
happens in the instance where the small operator, if he is not permitted 
to go into that union, actually he will be absorbed by the big com- 
panies. ‘That is what they wanted. 

Actually, Mr. Goldman testified to certain things that they sur- 
rendered, that they surrendered their rights. I have some comments 
on that. 

Senator Ervin. I would not conceive that it was the duty of the 

rosecuting attorney to try to save a man from the gallows if it was 
bla duty to prosecute him and send him to the gallows. 

Mr. Burauino. No. I actually disagree with you on that, Mr. Sena- 
tor. It is the duty of the prosecutor to present—I was a trial judge 
advocate in the general and special courts in the military service. It 
is his duty to present testimony and evidence for and against the de- 
fendant. Heisthe public servant. 

Senator Ervin. In other words, it is his business to play on both 
sides of the case, and that is exactly what your union is doing when 
it represents—— 

Mr. Burautino. I said what I think the prosecutor’s job is. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just as a matter of curiosity, are you familiar with 
the Meltone Music Co. ? 

Mr. Burarrno. If it is just a matter of curiosity, I don’t intend to 
satisfy it. If actually it is a pertinent question, relevant to the scope 
of this inquiry 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Burautno. I don’t believe it is up to you. I think it is up to the 
chairman to determine whether or not it is pertinent to the scope. 

Mr. Kennepy. If you object to this question, you can state your 
objection, and the Chair will pass on it. 

Senator Ervin. I would suggest you strike the word “curiosity” 
and put the question to him. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are you familiar with the Meltone Music Co. ? 

Mr. Buratino. Yes, lam. 

Mr. Kennepy. That company is owned by Mr. Vincent Meli ? 

Mr. Burauino. I believe it is. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are employees of that company members of the 
union ? 

Mr. Burartno. No; they are not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Vincent Meli’s employees are not members of 
your union ? 

Mr. Burattno. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about the White Music Co. ? 

Mr. Burauino. They all need explanation, but it is all right, go 
ahead, if you want to rush me. 
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Mr. Kennepy. If you want to explain, go ahead and explain. You 
haven’t been bashful about giving explanations. I thought you 
answered. 

Mr. Buratrno. Actually, if Vincent Meli had his employees in my 
union then I would actually serve the charges that hav@ been lodged 
nationally, that the union goes out to protect the location owners 
of their friends and their relatives, and uses that as whip in order 
to keep their friends and promote the locations of their relatives, 
I actually was tried in a criminal court for that very thing, and the 
prosecution had to dismiss Mr. Meli because they actually felt that 
they actually could not show any instances of wrongdoing. 

I say that we don’t have to have his employees in when his employees 
actually dropped out of our union at that particular time. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is your explanation ! 

Mr. Burattno. And when Mr. Kaplan was there, he didn’t have 
to find this out. I told him, “You wouldn’t find a contract in there 
for Meltone Music Co.,” and I gave him this type of an answer. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you had any association with Meltone Music 
Co., yourself ? 

Mr. Buratrno. Vincent Meli is my wife’s brother; he is my brother- 
in-law. I don’t know; maybe in 1946 I might have. I believe 1946, 
I don’t believeso,no. No; I believe the answer is “No.” 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, could we have a member of the staff 
identify this document ? 


TESTIMONY OF WALTER R. MAY—Resumed 


The Cuatrman. Mr. May, I present to you a document which ap- 
years to be a ledger sheet or an account of the Michigan Hospital 
Service, Michigan Medical Service, Meltone Music Co., of Detroit, 
Mich. I ask you to examine it. It is composed of two pages. I ask 
you to examine it and state what it is. 

Mr. May. Mr. Chairman- 

Mr. Burautno. I can tell you exactly what it is now. Let me tell 
you; there is nothing to get excited about. 

The CnHarrMan. Justamoment. Justaminute. 

Proceed. 

Mr. May. Mr. Chairman, these are bills submitted to Meltone Music 
Co., by the Michigan Hospital Service. They were obtained from the 
files of Vincent Meli, of Meltone Music. They are dated—one is 
dated December 1, 1952; the other November 1, 1952. It lists a num- 
ber of people associated with Meltone Music, and heading the list is 
William E. Bufalino. 

The Cuarman. He is at the top of the list? 

Mr. May. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. What does it say? What is it about? What kind 
of a bill or statement is it? 

Mr. May. I have spoken with representatives of the Michigan 
Hospital Service, and they explained that Mr. William E. Bufalino 
participated in the medical and surgical plan. This plan is only for 
employers and employees of the company. 

The CHatrman. Of what company? 

Mr. May. Meltone Music Co. 
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The CuairMAN. Those documents may be made exhibit No. 92. 
(Documents referred to were marked “Exhibit 92” for reference 
and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM E. BUFALINO, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, H. CLIFFORD ALLDER—Resumed 


The CHarrman. Now, Mr. Bufalino, you may make explanation 
of whether you have anything to do with it. 

Mr. Buratrno. With the company? Actually, this is a Blue Cross 
plan that if you actually want to get into the Blue Cross, to take ad- 
vantage of their hospitalization—— 

The CHatrMAN. As employees of that company. 

Mr. BuFrautno. So I was in it, and my children, when they were 
born, possibly their hospitalization was paid by the Blue Cross. I 
paid my premiums. If they were paid up, I must have gotten paid. 

The CuarrmaNn. This is not Blue Cross. 

Mr. Buratno. I believe it is. 

Mr. Kennepy. But only for the employer and employees of the 
Meltone Music Co. 

The CHarrMAN. Were you an employee of that company ? 

Mr. Burauino. I don’t believe I was; no. The records and books 
will reflect that I was not. 

The CuarrMan. This shows that you were. 

Mr. Burarino. Well, that is wrong. 

Senator Ervin. In other words, you were getting the benefit of a 
Blue Cross plan of hospital insurance upon the representation that 
you were connected with the Meltone Music Co.? 

Mr. Buratrno. At that time, Mr. Senator, I wasn’t fortunate enough 
to be under the teamsters welfare plan. 

Senator Ervin. But, anyway, you were getting, according to your 
own statements, hospital insurance upon a representation that you 
were connected with this music company, when, in fact, according 
to your evidence, you had no connection whatever with it. 

Mr. Burauino. The answer is there. The papers are there. What- 
ever implication you want to put on it is all right with me. 

Senator Ervin. I don’t know any other I can put on it, in view of 
your testimony. 

Mr. Burauino. I was not an employee of Meltone Machine Co. 

Senator Ervin. In other words, Meltone Music Co. at least, in 
getting insurance for your benefit on the theory that you are an 
employee or an employer connected with the company, when there 
is not any truth in the statement that you say, that you were connected 
with it, then you are getting the benefit of insurance by a false 
pretense. 

Mr. Burautno. Well, there should be a law on the books for in- 
cluding it and putting everybody in jail that does it. 

Senator Ervin. Mr. Bufalino, do you contend there should be a 
law on the books to compel people not only to abide with the law but 
to abide with plain, ethical principles? 

Mr. Burattno. I have those ethics and I live by them. 
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Senator Ervin. Do you think that a man ought not to be bound 
by any ethical principles unless there is a law that threatens to put 
him in jail unless he does so? 

Mr. Buratrno. No; I have moral, legal, and ethical principles, and 
I live by all of them, and religious, basic fundamental principles. 

Mr. Kennepy. Whereis the Meltone Music Co. located ¢ 

Mr. Buratrno. On Grand River, in Detroit. 

Mr. Kennepy. On Grand River? 

Mr. Burattno. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have anything to do with the property on 
which it is located ? 

Mr. Burattno. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did you have? 

Mr. Burautno. My wife did or I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Up to what time? 

Mr. Burattno. Maybe 6 months ago, Melody Realty. 

Mr. Kennepy. Melody Realty, and you owned the property then? 

Mr. Burautno. I say I believe it was a corporation, and my wife 
was a 25-percent holder and we lost money on the whole thing, and 
lost about $3,000 or $4,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who else was in the company with your wife? 

Mr. Burauino. Vincent Meli, her brother, and a Mr. Ackerman. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. who? 

Mr. Burautno. Ackerman. 

Mr. Kennepy. Irving Ackerman ? 

Mr. Burattno. An attorney in Detroit. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Ackerman, was he the attorney for the associa- 
tion of jukebox owners and operators? 

Mr. Buratno. Yes, he was not only the attorney, but he turned the 
contract down when we tried to get a negotiation to negotiate a con- 
tract in 1950 when he was representing them, and they wouldn’t 
accept him and we had our trouble with that owners’ association, 
plenty of trouble. At that time they had only one contract and it 
was I who inaugurated the individual contracts and we have hundreds. 

Mr. Kennepy. So the attorney for the association, the operators, 
was a business partner of your wife’s? 

Mr. Buratino. I don’t believe he was then, and I don’t believe he 
was the attorney. He was formerly an attorney for the owners’ 
association, and later on he became a business partner of Vincent 
Meli and to that extent they all lost money, and my wife had a 25- 
percent interest in it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, did this company take any rent from the 
Meltone Music Co. ? 

Mr. Burattino. I will tell you. I had nothing to do with those 
books and records, and I don’t know that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Maybe the explanation as to why they weren’t mak- 
ing money is the fact that they accepted no rent from Meltone for 
20 months, according to the records. 

Mr. Burattno. Twenty months? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Buratino. Is that right? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is right. 

Mr. Buratino. That is something. By golly, that is something. 
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Mr. Kennepvy. What about the White Music Co. ? 

Mr. Buratino. What about it? 

Mr. Kennepy. Are you familiar with that company ? 

Mr. Bura.ino. I believe we have a contract with that company. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is a partnership of Mr. Vincent Meli and Mr. 
James Robeson; is that right? 

Mr. Buratrno. I don’t know that, of my own knowledge. I know 
James Robeson is some way interested in that, and we have a contract 
on them. 

Mr. Kennepy. And there were three employees of that company, 
and do you know how many are in your union? 

Mr. Burautno. No, all of the employers. You probably are going 
to say there is only one or there is only one. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is just what I am going to say. 

Mr. Burauino. You know, these owners are all like that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Vincent Meli? 

Mr. Buratno. Those employers are like that. They will cheat on 
you, and they will keep members out of the union, and they are work- 
ing for them and they don’t put them in, and actually it only goes 
to prove the point that if they are honest they would actually put 
in all of their employees and there wouldn’t be 50 percent of em- 
ployers, and you would have many more employees, and they are in 
the field and they should be organized. 

Mr. Kennepy. So now I understand it, you said your brother-in- 
law is a cheat; is that right? Vincent Meli? 

Mr. Burartno. I didn’t say that. 

Mr. Kennepy. You said he is a cheat. 

Mr. Buratino. I will tell you one thing about Vincent Meli, and 
I know plenty about Vincent Meli, and I think I ought to tell you 
about him. Actually, Vincent 

The Cuatrman. What is that you said about their being dishonest ? 

Mr. Burauino. No. I said I made a categorical statement that em- 
—" in the coin-machine field actually 

he CHarrMan. You used it as an illustration. 

Mr. Buratino. There is no implication that I said Vincent Meli is 
a cheat. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is what you said. 

Mr. Burauino. Well, then you can strike that out, because it is not 
so, and you know he is a war veteran, that he went into the Battle 
of the Bulge and he was cleared overseas for top secret information, 
and he was supposed to have jumped off before D-day and got his 
feet frozen in the Battle of the Bulge there, and now you are talking 
about Vincent Meli. 

The Cuatrman. Having been a veteran doesn’t give a fellow a 
license. 

Mr. Burarno. I will tell you what it does. It shows that he has 
got a background, and that he fights for his country and that is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am shocked at your calling him a cheat. 

Mr. Buratino. I just wanted to clarify this point. It is in error. 

Mr. Krennepy. Now, on the car wash, let me ask you about that. Ac- 
cording to the testimony of Mr. Lazewski, the wage scale after he 
signed a contract with you, his wage scale went down for the em- 
ployees. Can you explain that to us? 
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Mr. Burauino. I am going to tell you about Mr. Lazewski, all 
about him. Mr. Lazewski came here and put his oar in the water, 

Mr. Kennepy. What does that mean ? 

Mr. Buraurno. Against me. And he did all of this talking and 
you were actually from what I understand questioning him, a man 
on probation for nonpayment of wages and was ordered to make full 
restitution in recorder’s court in Detroit only in January—January 
26, 1959. 

Senator Ervin. You never have answered the question. 

Mr. Burattno. I am going to tell you about the background and 
motives of this witness. 

Senator Ervin. Mr. Bufalino, you don’t answer questions. You go 
off on an oratorical flight on some matters that are really in most 
cases not even germane to the question. 

Mr. Burautno. Isn’t the contract there, and it ought to be made a 
of the record. The contract will speak for itself and actually 

don’t believe that in comparing the contract with this testimony 
you will find that to be so. I say here that the complaint—this is 
not on one complaint, this is 1 of 13 complaints that Lazewski had in 
the last 2 years according to the Michigan Department of Labor. 

Senator Ervin. If you reach a convenient stopping point I would 
like to have the question asked and see what it is. 

Mr. Buratrno. I will. 

(The question was read by the reporter. ) 

Senator Ervin. You were asked the question whether you had ex- 
planation as to why the wage scale went down. You go to talking 
about 13 complaints against somebody that has no relation whatever 
to that matter. 

Mr. Buraurno. Actually, Mr. Senator, actually what it does, the 
first part of his question is about Mr. Lazewski, and when he adorned 
this witness seat he actually was under oath, and actually 

Senator Ervin. Now you are going off on another tangent. He is 
not asking you about that. He is asking you about the question, 
whether or not after you got control, or these people joined your 
union, whether their wage scale went down. 

Mr. Burautno. I say it did not. There is a provision in that con- 
tract, I believe in that contract as we have in most all of our contracts, 
that no employee shall suffer a reduction in pay or wages of any kind 
or conditions of employment as a result of the signing of this agree- 
ment. 

And furthermore, Mr. Senator, I believe if my recollection serves 
me correctly, that that individual contract of that company is signed 
by the workers themselves. In other words, when Bill Bufalino 
signs a contract for the union, he doesn’t do it, but we attempt in 
every instance wherever possible to get the majority of the employees 
to sign that contract accepting it. 

So therefore, when we did, he must be in error. 

Senator Ervin. Your answer to the question, when you strip it of 
all of the verbs and nouns and pronouns and adverbs and adjectives, is 
that the wages of those who were in your union, who joined your 
union, were not reduced. Is that what you say ? 

Mr. Burattno. I told you to my knowledge they were not reduced, 
but what Mr. Lazewski actually did—— 
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Senator Ervin. Wait a minute. I am not asking you about Mr. 
Lazewski and I don’t care about that. I am asking you if you are 
now stating upon oath that, after your union became the representa- 
tive of these people in the car-wash business, that their wages were 
not reduced. You are swearing that positively, are you ? 

Mr. Buraurno. I won’t tell you anything positively. I will tell 
you, I have seen many people get condemned, innocent people get 
condemned, Mr. Senator, for making positive statements that they had 
no present recollection on, at the particular time when they had no 
intention to do any wrong, and they have been convicted of committing 
a crime which in most instances, in many instances, they are not 

ilty of. 

I ould like to have two copies made or entered into this record of 
newspaper clippings about this particular case. I think that the 
Senators would be interested. 

The CuarrMAn. Send the copies up to the desk for the Chair’s in- 

tion and proceed. 

Senator Ervin. Are you now telling us that you didn’t within the 
last 5 minues make a positive statement that after your union became 
the representative of these car wash people, that their wages were not 
reduced ? 

Mr. Burautno. My statement—— 

Senator Ervin. Are you denying that you made a positive state- 
ment within the last 5 minutes that these people did not have their 
wages reduced after your union became their bargaining agent? 

Mr. Buratino. Mr. Senator, that record is going to speak for itself, 
and I am not going to categorize my testimony. I don’t believe 1 
should be required to. 

Senator Ervin. Well, I cannot understand why you make what I 
conceive to be a positive statement one minute and then the next minute 
you say you do not make positive statements. 

Mr. Buratrno. I give you my very best present recollection. 

Senator Ervin. You have testified on this both ways now as to your 
recollection. Which way is your recollection, your best recollection ? 

Mr. Buratrino. It is right in the record. I have a clear recollection, 
and I think in actually reviewing the transcript of this testimony you 
will be able to see, and the Senators in the Senate will be able to see, 
the type of a mig tame that I have, and the type of a background 
that Lazewski has, because the credibility of that witness is in issue. 

Senator Ervin. When I review your testimony this morning I am 
going to be reminded of Aesop’s fable where this man got lost in the 

orest, and the Satyros, a strange mythological animal, found him, 
and he started to take him to his place of abode so he would be warm 
and not freeze to death. The man blew on his hands and the Satyros 
asked him why he was blowing on his hands, and he said to warm his 
hands. When he had gotten him into his home and set a meal before 
him, some porridge, he blew on the porridge. The Satyros asked 
him why he was blowing on the porridge, and he said it was to cool 
the porridge. The Satyros said, “Get out of my place. I am not 
going to have a man that blows hot and cold with the same breath.” 

I think that is what you are doing. 

Mr. Burauino. Mr. Senator, I will tell you what you should do, 
to distinguish between the fable and this particular case, because 
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when you are reading that, if you want any clarification or amplifica- 
tion, I will send you all the letters or information that actually you 
might need to clarify it for you. 

Senator Ervin. The trouble is that if the information you send is in 
the form of your testimony, it wouldn’t clarify anything. It will 
confuse me and the record more. 

Let me ask you this question, and it is a simple question: Accord- 
ing to your best recollection, I will put it that way, were the wa 
of these people increased or decreased over what they had been after 
your union became their bargaining agent? 

Mr. Burautno. I believe they were increased. 

Senator Ervin. But you do not know ? 

Mr. Buratrno. I believe [know. The contract—— 

Senator Ervin. Then why do you not make a positive statement if 
youknow? What wasit? 

Mr. Buraurino. Mr. Senator, it is so simple. Your investigators 
have checked. Why do we not actually use that as a test case? Then 
what we could do is get the conditions as they existed before the union 
went in, the existence as they went after, and I am willing to cooperate 
with any of your committee to draw up a chart, graphs or whatever 
you want, and give you a full, complete, and comprehensive answer, 
put it in the file and make it a part of this record. 

Senator Ervin. I would not want you to go to all that trouble 
about the graph. I am just asking you a simple question: When 
your union became a bargaining agent for these people, normally 
they would expect your union to make some efforts to get their wages 
increased rather than decreased. The point I am making is you tell 
me you do not even know whether after your union came to represent 
them, whether their wages were increased or decreased. 

Mr. Burautno. I was of the opinion at that time that they were 
increased. Iam still of that opinion. 

Senator Ervin. But you have no knowledge on the subject? 

Mr. Burautno. I have contracts and files. I have grievances and 
everythingelse. I have them right in the file. 

Senator Ervin. But still you have no knowledge of whether or 
pe age union did render any service to these people in that respect? 

r. Buratrno. We have rendered plenty of service to the em- 
oe of the Hack-Wax Auto Wash. Actually, that was one of his 
efenses, I understand, in the criminal case. 

Senator Ervin. Frankly, if you do not know anything more than 
that about what happened to the people that you work for, I cannot 
see what value they got out of paying initiation fees and dues to have 
your union for their bargaining agent. 

Mr. Burautno. Mr. Senator, those employees know what Bill Bufa- 
lino does. I walked those picket lines. I have walked hundreds of 
picket lines. I organize them. I was on that picket line. I have been 
on plenty of them. I organize them. I get them signed up. In most 
instances I actually am there. 

Senator Ervin. Yet after you get them signed up, according to your 
own statement, you do not know whether the wages are increased or 
decreased. 

Mr. Burautno. I negotiate the contracts, and the files, the records, 
and the contracts speak for themselves. 
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Mr. Krennepy. Mr. Senator, the testimony has been specific by Mr. 
Lazewski as to what happened in the particular contract. He testified 
that formerly they were being paid, for instance, $45 a week for the 
first buffer for 6 days a week, either $6 or $7, based on 65 cars. After- 
ward they got $50 under the contract and had to complete 75 cars. 
Based on how much more they would get per car, his testimony, based 
on fact and based on the contract, was that the union scale went down. 
It is the same thing as to some 10 classifications. One classification 
went up. One or two remained the same, and eight classifications went 
down. That is factual testimony that has been given before this 
committee. 

Mr. Buratino. That is, therefore, proof of the fact—— 

Senator Ervin. It is just this: You come here and you say you are 
not going to give us any positive statement about how that was. 

Mr. Buraurino. But that is only proof of the fact, as Mr. Kennedy 
said it is proof of the fact, that Mr. Lazewski had been exploiting 
them with long hours, low wages, deplorable conditions of employ- 
ment, and laws should be made, and I am going to request this 
committee—— 

Mr. Kennepy. You made it worse. 

Mr. Buraino. You actually don’t know that to be so, Mr. Kennedy. 

Senator Ervin. You said you cannot tell us because you will make 
no positive statement about it. 

Mr. Buraxino. I will give you my present recollection and amplify 
it with documents and contracts. 

Senator Ervin. Frankly, if your recollection is not positive enough 
to be able to constitute a recollection of a fact it is of no value to us. 

Mr. Buratrno. It isn’t? 

Senator Ervin. No. 

Mr. Buratrno. Then I don’t belong here, Mr. Senator. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you ever ask the members of the car wash to 
union meetings ? 

Mr. Buratino. What was that? 

Mr. Krennepy. Do you invite the people who are in your car wash 
division to union meetings ? 

Mr. Burautno. I believe our workers—— 

Mr. Kennepy. Just answer. Do youor do you not? 

Mr. Buratrno. You are not going to get a pos—you are not going 
to get a yes or no answer to a general question. You can’t get it. 

Mr. Kennepy. I think that is very specific. Do you, Mr. Bufalino, 
or the union, ask the members of the carwash division to union 
meetings ? 

I can’t get any more specific than that. 

Mr. Buratrno. I will ask the Chair to rule on whether I do or 
whether my business agents do. 

The Cuarrman. I do not know whether you do or do not. I 
cannot rule. 

Can you not testify that you do or do not? 

Mr. Buratrno. And then—— 

The Cuarrman. And then nothing. Do you or do you not? 

Mr. Burattno. My business agents, I believe-—— 

The Cuatrman. Do you or do you not? 

Mr. Burattno. Directly ? 
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The CHamman. Yes. 

Mr. Burattno. I possibly get the message out. 

‘The Cuarrman. Not possibly. Do you or do you not? 

Mr. Buratrno. I get the messages out. 

The Cuarmman. You do? 

Mr. Buratrno. I see to it that the messages are brought to the 
workers. 

The Cuarrman. How do you see that the messages are brought to 
the workers ? 

Mr. Burauino. A written document is made up, posted on bulletin 
board, and then phone calls are made by the business agents and 
letters are sent out. 

The Cuairman. Inviting the carwash union members ? 

Mr. Boratto. Inviting all members. In fact, I will tell youn—— 

The CuatrMan. I mean inviting them. 

Mr. Buraurno. Let me tell you about the union. What we have 
is a weekly—every Wednesday night we have a standard meeting at 
7 o’clock every Wednesday night. 

The Cuarrman. You are testifying that they are invited ? 

Mr. Burautno. There is a grievance and contract instruction 
section. 

The Cuarrman. I don’t care if it is a grievance meeting or a com- 
mendation meeting. 

Mr. Burautno. We have them every Wednesday night. 

The Cuarmman. Do you ask these members to attend or give them 
notice ? 

Mr. Burattno. I see toit that they get notice. 

The Cuarrman. Period. 

Why did you not say that to begin with ? 

Mr. Burauino. But if I answered no, the headlines in Detroit will 
probably be “Bufalino admits that he did not even notify the 
workers.” 

The Cuarrman. All you had to do was to say “yes” and you would 
not have answered “no.” It is just that simple. 

Mr. Burattno. Say “yes” and get two witnesses to say “no” and 
you are in for perjury. 

Mr. Kennepy. How does the notice go out? Do you send an indi- 
vidual notice to the member of the carwash division? 

Mr. Buratrno. I believe there is a general statement sent out to 
all of the auto washers. 

Mr. Kennepy. How do they receive notification ? 

Mr. Burauino. The statement is put on the bulletin board, and by 
phone call. 

Mr. Kennepy. What bulletin board ? 

Mr. Borattno. In wash racks or wherever—posted in a conspicuous 

lace. 
r Mr. Kennepy. Notice of every meeting is posted in all the car 
washes ? 

Mr. Bourattno. I have no knowledge. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are head of the local. 

Mr. Burattno. Do you think I should go to all the car washers? 

Mr. Kennepy. I think you should start being interested in the 
employees. 
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Mr. Burattino. I am. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mrs. Anderson testified before the committee that 
she had never received any benefit from the union, never received any 
notice of the union, any notice of union meetings. 

Mr. Buraurno. Actually on Mrs. Anderson 

Mr. Kennepy. Has she received notification of a union meeting? 

Mr. Buratrno. I don’t know that of my own knowledge, whether 
she did or did not. Actually, Mrs. Anderson says she worked for 70 
hours. I have a copy of the compiled laws of the State of Michigan 
saying that a female employee should not work in excess of it. There 
is a provision in our contract saying that no female employee should 
be compelled to work in a certain number of hours. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many hours? 

Mr. Buratino. Fifty-five, I believe. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many hours? 

Mr. Burauino. What hours? 

Mr. Kennepy. How many hours does your contract say ? 

Mr. Burattno. It doesn’t say. 

Mr. Kennepy. You just said it said. 

Mr. Burarino. All right. It says the—it actually says—do you 
want to read it? I will give you the actual provision. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just tell me what it says. 

Mr. Burautno. It says not beyond the hours prohibited by the State 
labor laws. 

Mr. Kennepy. All right. She can’t work more than 70 hours. 

Mr. Burauino. It doesn’t say 70 hours. I think it is 55 hours. I 
believe that is what it is. You had the employer here. Why did you 
pi ie him to the Attorney General’s office or the Commissioner of 
Labor ? 

Mr. Kennepy. You are supposed to be caring for the employees. 
You are supposed to be representing the employees. All you are 
giving them is what they are already entitled to under the law, Mr. 

ufalino. 

Mr. Burauino. That and more, because she testified also that she 
did not report that to me or to the union. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you need a congressional group to tell you what 
is going on in Detroit among the members of your own union? 

Mr. Buratrno. No; they could not tell me. They couldn’t tell me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have the names and addresses of all the 
members of the carwash in your union ? 

Mr. Burauino. Yes; I believe we do. 

Mr. Kennepy. You do? 

Mr. Buratino, I believe we do. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who keeps those records ? 

Mr. Buratrno. I believe they are in the office. 

Mr. Kennepy. “I believe.” Do you know that you do? 

Mr. Burattno. I believe so. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know that you do? 

Mr. Burattno. All of them? I don’t know that they are all there. 
I believe that the records are there; yes. That is what my belief is. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you ever looked at them? Have you ever 
examined them ? 

Mr. Burattno. Sure, I examined them. I don’t memorize them. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Who keeps the financial records of your union ? 

Mr. Buratino. The financial records? Cash disbursements? They 
come in. The checks come in and the dues deduction as per the con- 
tracts—dues deduction authorizations as per the contracts—and the 
are supposed to be recorded as they are, the money deposited wit 
the accountant that handles them, with the secretary. 

Mr. Kennepy. Read the question. 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

The Crarrman. Who keeps the financial records of your union? 

Mr. Burattno. The books are in the office. 

The CHarrMan. Somebody has to keep them. Who keeps them? 
Who puts the entries in them ’ 

Mr. Burattno. My secretary does. 

The Cuarrman. What is her name? 

Mr. Burattno. Mrs. Eleanor Petz. 

The Cuatrman. Why did you not say so in the beginning? 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Bufalino, the dues come in, for instance, in the 
carwash division, and then Mrs. Petz makes the entries in the books? 

Mr. Burauino. The dues come in, yes; and the entries are made; 
that is what I believe. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you examine this document ¢ 

The CuarrMan. The Chair presents to you a document dated the 
14th of March 1959. It appears to be a ohotostetio copy of a hand- 
written document. There are two of them. There are three of them, 
I believe. One is dues-deduction report and the other contains a list 
of names of employees employed during the current month of Jan- 
uary—no, the current month at Tony’s autowash. It is attached to 
the dues-deduction report. The other is a photostatic copy of some 
blank form. There are three of them attached together. I present 
them to you and ask you to examine them and state if you identify 
them. 

(The documents were handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Burautno. I have never—I don’t believe I have ever seen these, 
but these are the types of forms that are sent in—— 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all I want to find out. For instance, Mrs. 
Petz could take that form and make entries in the books then ? 

Mr. Buratrno. No. 

The Cuarmman. They may be made exhibit 93 in bulk. 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibit 93” for refer- 
ence, and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

Mr. Burarrno. I don’t believe that. 

Mr. Kennepy. How would she do that ? 

Mr. Buratino. I believe Mr. Welsh takes these and makes a com- 
pilation of them and puts them in his book. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who makes the entry in the book? 

Mr. Burarrno. In the final ledger, the disbursements, I think the 
big ledgers, Mrs. Petz would, but these are put in in some kind of a 
folder ; and all saved by Mr. Welsh. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you identify this book ? 

The Cuatrman. The Chair presents to you a book. It has no title 
on the outside, but on the inside it says International Brotherhood of 
Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen and Helpers Day Book, local 
985, January 1 to July 31, from 1957 to 1957. 
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Examine that and state if you identify that record or document. 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Buratrno. I have examined it and it is exactly what you said. 

The Cuairman. What is it? Is that one of the records of your 
union ? 

Mr. Buratrno. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. One of the financial records of your union ? 

Mr. Burautno. Yes. This isa record. 

The CuHatrman. That may be made exhibit 94 for reference. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 94” for ref- 
erence, and may be found in the files of the Select Labor Committee.) 

Mr. Burattno. Do we get this back ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. We are going to let you withdraw it 
some day and have it back. 

Mr. Kennepy. The entries in his books are true and accurate to 
the best of your knowledge? 

Mr. Buratrno. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mrs. Petz is here, is she? 

Mr. Buraurno. Yes, she is. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call Mr. Bellino. 

The Cuartrman. You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give 
before this select committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Bettrno. I do. 

Mr. Auuper. May I be excused, Mr. Chairman, for about 5 minutes? 
I have an inquiry Tests a witness in front of the grand jury. 

The CuHarrMaAn. Yes; you may be excused. We will not interro- 
gate your client while you are absent. 


TESTIMONY OF CARMINE S. BELLINO 


Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Bellino, you made a study of the books and rec- 
ords of the carwash section of the local 985 ¢ 

Mr. Betxurno. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you conducted some interviews, people under 
your direction have conducted some interviews and received some rec- 
ords from the carwash division, from carwash racks in the city of 
Detroit ? 

Mr. Beturno. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell us what the records show in con- 
nection with the reporting of the funds and the moneys that came to 
the carwash division of local 985. 

Mr. Chairman, I might say before we begin this testimony, that this 
is one of the most important matters that we feel we are going into, 
and we would like to try to get through it all. It is quite extensive. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair is going to have to close at 12 o’clock 
sharp. 

Mr. Kennepy. I think you will see the importance of Mr. Bellino’s 
testimony in connection with the reports and the books and records 
of local 985. 

Mr. Buratrno. Mr. Chairman, I have one point of order. 

The CuarrMan. Quickly, please. 

Mr. Buratrino. It will be a quick one. 
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By permitting him to go there, it certainly is not going to permit me 
much time between now and 12 o’clock, I can see the clock in the 
distance there. It is 11:31. I have 29 minutes between that and 
for me to present my complete defense. 

The CuatrMan. I said you could come back someday. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is right from your own books and records. 

The CuarrMan. Proceed, Mr. Bellino. 

Mr. Betirno. We compared it—— 

Mr. Kennepy. Give some examples of how it is reported in here, 

The Cyatrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Brettrno. We compared the records of Carl’s Auto Wash where 
they listed all the employees for the month, showing the number of 
days that they worked. ‘They were required to pay, in 1956, the record 
that I have in front of me shows, 10 cents a day to the union. 

For instance, Carl’s Auto Wash, in April of 1956, had a total of 
393 working days at 10 cents a day. That would have been $39.30 
to pay to the union. However, they paid actually $31.20 to the union. 
I should say they paid $35.30 to the union. I am sorry; $31.20 is 
what they paid to the union, and the union records, instead of report- 
mg the names of the individuals as listed by the employer in their 
report to the union, merely selected a representative number at the 
rate of $4 a month, which would aggregate $31.20. 

For instance, Willie Logan worked 25 days. At 10 cents a day 
there would have been deducted from him $2.50. The union records 
showed he paid $4 dues. 

Leon Johnson worked 6 days. That would have been 60 cents. The 
union records show that he paid $4 dues. They would go along in 
their books. You will find $4 for each one until the last item, which 
would be the odd amount. For instance, in this case $31.20, the odd 
amount would be $3.20. They gave credit to that. 

The CHatrman. What did they do, fail to list the number of them 
as members? 

Mr. Beuirno. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, they failed to give the number of 
them that pay the 10 cents a day any credit whatsoever for having 
paid, and simply just take enough names at $4, plus one fraction, 
to make out whatever they collected ? 

Mr. Betirno. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. That is to try to show that they are paying $64 
a month dues? 

Mr. Betxurno. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. But they leave off and omit a number of names 
of employees who presumably are members of the union, at least who 
are having to pay dues? 

Mr. Betit1no. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And show no record of them whatsoever ? 

Mr. Betxr1no. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Thus when they report to the international and 
pay a per capita dues tax to the international, they don’t pay on all 
the members, but only pay on enough of them at $4 per head to the 
international. 

Mr. Betxirno. That is correct. 
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The Cuatrman. In other words, there is a fraud being perpe- 
trated on the international or on the people who work, by taking 
money from them as dues, and not carrying them as members? 

Mr. Bextxurno. Yes, sir. I would say these records are completely 

hony. 
. Mr Kennepy. It is a fraud completely on the employees. It 
might be a fraud on the international, but it is a fraud on the em- 
ployees who pay these dues. : 

Mr. Betuino. Yes, sir. They would not be entitled to any benefit 
whatsoever. 

Mr. Kennepy. These people are not even being carried on the 
union books and records. 

Mr. Betuino. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. All this union is, as far as the carwash division, 
their biggest division, all it is is a collection agency. 

Mr. Betxino. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Bellino, doesn’t it show that that is true in every 
case, that they recorded $4 for each individual ? 

Mr. Bewxirno. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then they summarize it at the bottom for the 
odd amount? 

Mr. Bextirno. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. You gave one example, but in the books for the 
last 4 years it is the same situation ? 

Mr. Beturno. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When the dues are altered from 10 cents to 15 cents, 
they remained the same, is that right ? 

Mr. Beturno. It was $3 prior thereto, and then, according to the 
minutes, I understand the dues were to continue at 10 cents a day, 
but they then reported $4, even though 10 cents a day, the maximum, 
would be $3.10 a month. They showed at that time $3. Then the 
next year, when they were supposed to continue at 10 cents a day, they 
showed it at $4. Until it was raised, I believe, in 1958, that is, to $5. 

Mr. Kennepy. So a lot of these people who have been paying union 
dues, and whom Mr. Bufalino and his union said that they repre- 
sented, their names never appear on the books or records as having 
paid their union dues ? 

Mr. Beti1no. That is correct. 

In addition, we find that Paul’s Auto Wash, for instance, in June 
of 1957, I believe it was, on June 22 he paid not only the full month 
of June, dues for that month, but also the month of July. This is all 
being paid in advance, just a flat amount of $100 or $105. 

Mr. Kennepy. So in this particular auto wash—again the evi- 
dence that this is nothing but a fraud and a racket—they were paying 
their dues in advance ? 

Mr. Beturno. That is right. 
gts Kernnepy. That was for June and July and the union accepted 
them ? 

Mr. Betirno. That is right. 

_ Mr. Kennepy. Without even knowing who was going to be work- 
ing there during June and July ? 
r. Bettrno. That is correct. 








17670 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, this is a worse situation, even, than 
we found when we investigated the operations of the union of Johnny 
Dioguardi in New York. 

Mr. Burauino. May I have a point of order? He is injecting 
statements into this record. 

The CuarrmMan. Just a moment. 

Mr. Buratino. It will not do me any good, after he finishes, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Kennepy. Here, Mr. Chairman, these employees were receiv- 
ing $25 a week for a 70-hour week in some cases, and in New York, 
when we investigated the operations of Johnny Dioguardi and his 
fellow so-called unionists, they were at least receiving $40 or $41 a 
week for a 40-hour week. 

The Cuatrman. Now, your point of order ? 

Mr. Burattino. I retract my point of order now. It does not do 
me any good. He has made his headlines. He has the words “phony” 
im there, “fraud,” “collection agency,” “racket.” 

The CHarrMan. Have you any better word for it ? 

Mr. Buratrno. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. What? 

Mr. Buratino. It is a lawful labor objective we are pursuing, and 
we are interested in the welfare of the workers, and, actually, the 
money is all reported, and the records are there to speak for them- 
selves. 

The Cuatrman. If it is lawful, it ought to be made unlawful. 

Mr. Burautrino. Then you ought to legislate. 

The CHArman. It ought to be made unlawful to treat human 
beings as these workers are being treated. 

Mr. Buratrno. This is in the hands of the Senators and Congress- 
men and for that reason they should make their legislation. 

The CHarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Buratino. I suggest also when you are doing it, you ask 
someone’s file for a minimum wage-and-hour law for $1.25. 

The Cuarrman. We have your file here. Justa moment. WhenI 
talk, I expect you to stop and hear me. 

Proceed. 


Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have an analysis made of this 
situation by one of our investigators based on these facts. 

The Cuarman. Are there any other questions of Mr. Bellino? 

Mr. Betxrno. On Paul’s, 1956, June 1956. It is not 1957. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is the record clear on what the situation is? 

The Cuarrman. As far as I know, it is. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Constandy. 

The CuarrmMan. Proceed. 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN P. CONSTANDY—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. On the question, Mr. Constandy, of these moneys 
that are oy which constitute in fact dues to the union, would you 
give us what the situation is in connection with that ? 


Mr. Constranpy. Yes. As the examples were given by Mr. Bellino 
the union receipts the income under the account of the employer and 
does not maintain records apportioning these payments to the specific 
union members themselves who made them on a month-to-month basis. 
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Mr. Kennepy. So it is under the employer. These dues as they 


come in are under the employer, and then these names are taken at 
random and filed ? 

Mr. Constanpy. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is a different situation than if they were prop- 
erly to be called dues? 

Mr. Consranpy. It would normally be expected that upon the 
receipt of the dues payments by the union that total amount would 
be apportioned to the employees who were involved. Another lack 
of relationship between the payments made by the employers is that 
in the periods the dues were payable at a daily rate of 10 cents, for 
a maximum of $3.10 in a 31-day month, where the employee worked 
the full 31 days, to be a maximum of $3.10, they were entered u 
to December, 1955, at the rate of $3, but thereafter commencing wit 
the daybook entries of January 1956, the entries were made at the 
rate of $4. 

Mr. Kennepy. Which, of course, would be impossible. 

Mr. Consranpy. Yes. In that connection, there were two meetings 
at which the question of the union dues of the carwash employees 
were discussed, both of them following the entries at the $4 rate. 
One of the meetings was a general membership meeting on March 
28, 1956, where Mr. Bufalino states the dues are as follows, and he 
relates them in the coin-machine division, food and beverage, amuse- 
ment and allied workers, and then the autowash workers dues at the 
10 cents per day, which would be inconsistent with the daybook 
entries of $4 per month. Following that, on April 25, 1958 

Mr. Burauino. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have a point of 
order here. 

The CuHarrMan. Just a moment. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Constanpy. On April 25, 1956, at another meeting of the gen- 
eral membership, there was a vote taken to determine what the dues 
shall be thereafter. It was voted that the dues would remain at the 
rate of 10 cents per day. The daybook entries continued following 
that date still at the rate of $4. There is one other item in connection 
with this meeting that I think is of interest. There is attached to 
the minutes of the membership meeting a list of the employees who 
attended. There appears to be a total of 116 employees who attended 
the meeting, plus 6 employees of the local union, making a total of 
122 people. From the list connected and made a part of the record 
of the minutes of that meeting, there does not appear to be one em- 
ployee in the carwash division who voted on wheat his dues for his 
union should be. 

The Cuarrman. Is that all of it? Those documents may be made 
exhibit No. 95. 

(Documents referred to were marked “Exhibit No. 95” for ref- 
erence and may be found in the files of the select come 

Mr. Constanpy. Following along the point, the names of the em- 
ployees change from month to month as they are entered for a par- 
ticular employee, as Mr. Bellino has stated. The last-named employee 
in almost every case, as Mr. Bellino showed, is used simply to balance 
out the total of the amount paid by the employer to the union, which 
sum is supposed to represent the total dues for the membership em- 
ployed at the carwash. 
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The Cuarman. Isthere anything further? 
Do you want to make any comment about it ? 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM E. BUFALINO—Resumed 


Mr. Buratrno. My comment will last pretty long. It is 17 minutes 
before 12 o’clock. 

The Cuarrman. I will not give you that long to comment. Is that 
record true or false ? 

Mr. Buratino. I say that the statements are distorted, and actually 
an indication that the last name on the bottom of the sheet states $3.20 
only shows that we didn’t pocket that $3.20; that the dues that were 
sent in went into the books and went into the account of that local 
union. The statements or conclusions that were arrived at, the state- 
ments that were made actually are entitled to a long dissertation on 
exactly the methods of procedure we have in accounting. I say that 
those same sheets—when you say simply that actually they are not 
given credit, the very sheet that you gave me here which you showed 
to me has their names and those are part of our books and records, 
We file those. Those become our file sheet. Actually—— 

The Cuatrman. Let me ask you one question. Do your books and 
records show that you pay the international union the per capita tax 
on all of those that you collect dues from ? 

Mr. Burauino. Well 

The Cuatrrman. Answer the question. 

Mr. Burauino. Mr. Chairman, if you collect 30 cents from a man, 
you can’t say you pay on $4. 

The Cuatrman. I asked you if your records showed that you paid 
the international the per capita tax, the per capita part, on all men’s 
dues that you collect ? 

Mr. Burautno. I say that the records are there. They speak for 
themselves, and I say they are properly kept. 

The Cuarrman. All right. They speak for themselves. We have 
been having them do some speaking. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is there any statement of fact that was made by 
Mr. Bellino or Mr. Constandy in connection with this operation that 
is incorrect ? 

You have given us a speech, but is there any statement of fact that 
is incorrect ? 

Mr. Burauino. Well, let’s:read the statement back. Let us take his 
testimony and read it back. I can pick it to pieces in 5 minutes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Tell us a misstatement of fact. You were here. 

Mr. Burauino. First of all, I said it is a phony and it is not true. 
That is a distorted fact. 

Mr. Kennepy. The statement of fact 

The Cuarrman. All right. That is one thing he denies. He denies 
it. 

Mr. Burauino. [ think they are accurate. 

The Cuarrman. You think they are accurate ? 

Mr. Burautno. To the best of my knowledge, I think they are 
accurate. 

The Cuarrman. You say they are accurate? 

Mr. Buraurino. Yes, and we are interested in the welfare of the 
workers. 
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The CuHarrMAN, You say that is in the interest of the welfare of 
the workers ? 

Mr. Buratino. The money goes into the union, it is deducted per 
dues deduction authorizations, and in there it says that all of them 
sign dues deduction authorizations, forwarded into the union, ac- 
cording to union contracts, according to union principles, and pur- 
suant to lawful objectives. 

The Cuarrman. All right. If that is your version of it, it cer- 
tainly makes a record here for the public to consider or for Congress 
to consider what you regard as being in the interest of union mem- 
bers and good unionism. 

Mr. Burauino. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make one statement 
on that. 

You say that the public and the Congress and everybody is going 
to consider it. You actually should have a memorandum from me 
to the Congress, which I will file in my petition for grievances, and 
explain to them the position that this actually, with all due respect to 
the Congress and to the committee and the individual Senators, 
jointly and severally, I say that this has all the earmarks of a legis- 
lative trial. The plaintiffs put in their case and the defendant has 
no opportunity to talk in his own defense. 

I want to plead the first amendment of my right to speak and my 
right to assemble, and I say on my right to petition the Congress. 

The CHairMAN. You will have the right to disassemble, too, when 
we get through. 

Senator Ervin. I am going to see that you are now presented with 
the opportunity to exercise freedom of speech by way of giving a 
relevant answer to the following question : 

Are you prepared to state upon your oath that you saw to it or 
made any effort to see to it that your local union forwarded to the 
international its pro rata part of the dues of the members of your 
local union ? 

Mr. Burauino. I am prepared to state, Mr. Senator, that the money 
goes into the union, that the international auditors audit the books. 
They haven’t had an opportunity to audit them in 2 years, because 
we sent a letter to the Senator here, or to the committee, asking for 
them to be given an opportunity to audit them. They have not 
audited them yet. I say everything is in accord. The auditor knows 
everything that is in there, and that is in accordance with the rules 
in the international union. 

Senator Ervin. You see, I asked you a question about your own 
conduct, and you went off into a flight of eloquence about the audi- 
tors. I am going to put the question, a very simple question, to you 
a second time. 

Do you testify upon your oath to this committee that you saw to it 
as an officer of your local union that the proper pro rata part of the 
per capita dues collected from the members of your union, your loca] 
union, was forwarded to your international union ? 

Mr. Buratrno. I am prepared to state that the dues went into the 
bank account, they were recorded, and that actually the per capita tax 
was sent in accordance with the rules laid down by the international. 


Senator Ervin. Thank you. But you have at least positively 
sworn 
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Mr. Buratrno. You have no positive oath from me. I have my best 
present recollection, Mr. Senator. 

Senator Ervin. Then you are not swearing ¢ 

Mr. Buraurno. I am taking an oath and giving you my very best 
present recollection. I can also tell you, Mr. Senator, that this isn’t 
the first time that we have toyed with words. I say the good chair- 
man here has taken the witness stand and equivocated, Mr. Kennedy 
took the stand under oath and equivocated about 37 percent of his 
answers. He says, “I believe,” “I may,” “maybe,” and actually, he 
went—there, the liberty of a man was at stake in a criminal trial. 
They were there. I have the breakdown on that, Mr. Senator. 

Senator Ervin. If you could reach a convenient stopping point be- 
fore the last lingering echo of Gabriel’s horn trembles into ultimate 
silence, I would like to put my question to you a third time: 

Are you prepared to swear as a fact that your local union forwarded 
to your international union its pro rata share of the dues of the mem- 
bers of your local union? 

Mr. Burattno. Mr. Senator, I don’t intend to be boxed in on a 
play of words. 

I intend, as I said, and the record is clear and explicit, that I give 
you my very best present recollection of the knowledge that I have, 
of the books and of the records, and I don’t guess, I don’t give hearsay. 
I was about to say earlier that right at the turn of the century, Mr. 
Kennedy’s own grandfather took the same position, took the same posi- 
tion in a grand jury in a criminal trial. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is your answer? 

Mr. Buratino. Yes. And I don’t criticize him for that. I don’t 
criticize him for that, Mr. Kennedy. You did the same thing, and I 
don’t criticize you for giving your very best recollection, your present 
recollection. 

Actually, when he couldn’t remember when he was on the witness 
stand, and he said that he actually would not testify because a man’s 
liberty was at stake, and you will be able to find that in the Boston 
Daily Globe on June 29, 1909. You talk about my ancestors; that is 
something about yourself. 

The CuarrMAn. Just a moment. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was the mayor of Boston. 

The CuatrmMan. Well, we have the record straight now that some 
people testify according to their best recollection at the time. That 
will no longer be in dispute. We concede that this witness says he 
is doing just that now. 

Have you another witness? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. Mrs. Petz. 

Mr. Buratino. If I am going to be through, I would like to— 

The Cuatrman. You are not quite through, yet. I want to hear a 
little more. But Iam trying to get through. 

Mrs. Petz, be sworn, please. 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mrs. Perz. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF MRS. ELEANOR PETZ, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
H. CLIFFORD ALLDER 


The CHarrMAN. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
present employment. at 

Mrs. Perz. My name is Mrs. Eleanor Petz, 5970 Whittier. 

The CHatrMaAn. Are you employed ? 

Mrs. Petz. I respectfully decline at this time to answer, and assert 
my rights under the Constitution of the United States, and its amend- 
ments, not to be a witness against myself. 

The CuarrMan. Would you consider it being a witness against your- 
self to state that you are now employed ? 

Mrs. Petz. I honestly believe that if I were required to answer that 
question I would be a witness against myself. 

The Cuairman. Who are you trying to shield ? 

Mrs. Perz. I respectfully decline at this time to answer, and assert 
my rights under the Constitution of the United States, and its amend- 
ments. s 

The Cuarrman. Who has threatened you that if you testified here, 
they would do something to you? 

Mrs. Perz. I respectfully decline at this time to answer, and assert 
my rights under the Constitution of the United States, and its amend- 
ments. 

The Cuarrman. Are you afraid of this fellow Bufalino who sits 
there ? 

Mrs. Perz. I respectfully decline at this time to answer, and assert 
my rights under the Constitution of the United States, and its amend- 
ments, not to be a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Are you married ? 

Mrs. Perz. I respectfully decline—yes; I am married. 

The CuHarrman. Do you have children ? 

Mrs. Perz. I have a stepdaughter. 

The CuarrMan. A stepdaughter. 

Do you honestly believe that if you testified here regarding your 
employment with this union, and told the truth, that the truth might 
tend to incriminate you? Do you honestly believe that ? 

Mrs. Perz. Yes, I do. 

The CHarrMan. You may know. I am not disputing you. You 
may be telling the truth. 

All right, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chaivens: this is the same gimmick that Mr. 
Hoffa pulled. It is the Hoffa or Bufalino amendment. You put 
the blame on somebody else and then they come in and take the fifth 
amendment. There is no reason for this young lady to take the fifth 
amendment. She kept the books under your instructions, Mr. Bufa- 
lino. You testified. You put the blame on her. You said, “Oh, she 
kept the books.” 

{r. Bufalino, that is a—well, I am not permitted to say it here, 
but that is the way you operate and that is the way Mr. Hoffa oper- 
ates. You put the ele. on everybody else and let them take the 
fifth amendment. You haven’t got the guts to take it yourself. 

Mr. Buratino. You don’t ce that. You don’t believe that. 
Because if you are talking about the guts that I have, you don’t have 
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the guts to go into Detroit and defend yourself in a libel suit that 
I have against you. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have this poor young lady, the bookkeeper—— 

The CHarrMan. Just a moment. Let us go back on the record. 

Young lady, I present to you here a book containing handwriting 
in it that has been identified and made exhibit 94 to the testimony 
here. I ask you to examine the handwriting in this book and state 
if it is yours. 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

The Cuarrman. Is that your handwriting? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Mr. Auuper. May the record show that she has looked at it first, 
Senator. 

The Cuatrman. I beg your pardon. Do you appear as counsel? 

Mr. Atuper. I represent her; yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Let the record show that Mr. Allder appears as 
counsel. 

Have you seen the writing in the book that I presented to you, the 
exhibit ? 

Mrs. Perz. Yes, I have. 

The CuarrMan. Do you identify that handwriting ? 

Mrs. Perz. I respectfully decline at this time to answer, and assert 
my rights under the Constitution of the United States, and its amend- 
ments, not to be a witness against myself. 

The Cuartrman. In other words, if it is your handwriting, you 
think it would be incriminating for you to admit it? 

Mrs. Perz. Yes; I do. 

The CHatrman. Thank you. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, on my statement, I would like to 
read from the minutes of the board meeting of September 26, 1955. 

The Cuarrman. Do you want this witness any further? 

Mr. Kennepy. For one more point. 

On the 26th of September 1955, in the course of which Mr. Bufalino 


made the following records, it is recorded that he made the follow- 
ing statement : 


Brother Bufalino commented that it was necessary to take complete pre 
cautions on anything and everything he does so that in the future nobody can 
ever criticize any of his actions. 

Mr. Burattno. And you took that probably out of context. 


The Cuatrman. The whole document—where did we get this docu- 
ment ? 


Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Constandy got it. 


The Cuarrman. Mr. Constandy, is this one of the documents you 
procured from the files of this union? Mr. Kaplan, rather. 


TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR G. KAPLAN—Resumed 


Mr. Kapuan. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That document may be made exhibit No. 96. 

(Document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 96” for reference 
and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

The Cuatrman. Now it is all in the record. 

Senator Ervin. May I ask a question ? 
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The CaarrMan. Senator Ervin. 

Senator Ervin. Mr. Bufalino, did you discuss with this lady, your 
bookeeper, the question of the advisability of her taking the fifth 
amendment before this committee ? 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM E. BUFALINO, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, H. CLIFFORD ALLDER—Resumed 


Mr. Burauino. I counseled with Mrs. Petz, and I explained to her 
that the fifth amendment is there in those books, in the Bill of Rights, 
to protect the innocent, and actually the determination is hers and 
hers alone. 

Senator Ervin. Did you explain to her that no person had a right 
to plead the fifth amendment and to decline to give testimony unless 
the testimony, if given, would tend to incriminate them in the com- 
mission of some criminal offense. 

Mr. Burautno. Actually, I think that that is wrong. Your slant 
on it may be partially inerror. The fifth amendment states that they 
need not be required to be a witness against themselves. 

Senator Ervin. Incriminate themselves. 

Mr. Buratino. I actually should read the fifth amendment right 
into this. 

The CHAIRMAN. Just a moment. It will not be read into the record 
again. 

Mr. Buratino. May I ask the Chair 

The CuatrMan. We take judicial notice of what it is. If we don’t 
already know it by memory, it is too bad. 

Mr. Buratrno. Actually, I don’t think you should take judicial 
notice of it, because although it has the earmarks of a legislative 
trial, this is not a properly constituted body. 

The Cuarrman. If we didn’t take judicial notice of it, our ears 
have been beaten flat with it. We know what it is. 

Is there anything further? 

Senator Ervin. The truth is you advised with her to take the fifth 
amendment so her silence would be a protection for you, rather than 
a protection for her against her incriminating herself, didn’t you? 

Mr. Buraxtno. That is not so. She counseled with her attorney. 
The determination was hers. Mr. Senator, if you think that that 
fifth amendment does not belong in the Bill of Rights, then it ought 
to be proscribed, and our ancestors, in drawing up the fifth amend- 
ment proscribed the bill of attainder. This is actually what it is. 
The fifth amendment—may a I make a closing statement / 

The Cuarrman. I have let you make one. I am going to make a 
closing statement. 

Mr. Burautno. I will probably be convicted, if that is the case, sir, 
with all due respect to this committee. I actually feel that I am not 
being afforded an opportunity. 

The Cuarrman. We will give you another one. I advised you what 
the situation was here earlier this morning. If you want to come back 
before the committee, I will indulge you for a little longer. 

Mr. Burauino. If I can help this committee, if I can assist this 
committee in a proper legislative function, I will be back here, within 
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ExHiBit No. 75 
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EXHIBIT No. 
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Jay Ook 
Automatic Wusic Operacor's Assn. 
Man@@tng Director 
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EXHIBIT No. 838 


Friday 6,Aug.,1954 


By an ar-angement through our 4ttny,Maiullo,I was asked to apoear 
at a meeting at the Teamsters Union 4all on Trumbull! St,Detroit. 

Joe Maiullo and I met Mr, James Hoffa and Mr. Bert Brennan in 
Mr Hoffa's office. Mr. lioffa related how the Mich.Linen Supply Board 
of Trade members had been in his office that mourning and had asked 
him to stop our company from delivergng to the Kinsel Drug Stores. 
They told him that they were going to start « trade war against 
our company,starting Monday mourning to prevent us from upsetting 
the market.7They claimed that there would be price cutting and the 
drivers would suffer - pay cut. Mr.Hoffa told Mr. Maiullo and 
me that his only interest was to see that his men did not suffer a ny 
pay cut. ‘ie asked us to explain how we felt about the Associations’ 
demani to not continue to serwe the Xinsel Drue stores. I answered 
that we would continue to supply them and that we would welcome any 
competition. He replied that he would have to take steps to prevent 
any waze cuts to his union members but said that the companies could 
do whatever they wanted otherwise.It was not the Unions' concern, 
Wr, Brennan expressed the same feelings 


As a matter of note Mr.4offa and Brennan hai been told that we 
gave the Kinsel people a favorable lease and severe prive cuts in 
order to take this business away from the ®B#ae8 Procressive Linen 
Supply Co. We explained t®a® that was not the case and as far as 
we could tell Progressive Linen had given bad service and one of 
their drivers was caught stealing. When they called in other com- 
panies no %ne would consider doing business with them because 
progressive Vinen was an "Association co." This one fact was 
enough for them to look for another Supplier, 


Auge,7,1954 


Wel eGe 
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Exursit No. 85A | 


Maratuon Linen Service Ine 
DETROIT > MICHIGAN 
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: _ September 3, 1954 — 


Maeno Tor Joseph Maiulle 
RE: Kinsel Drug Company 


hal 
Enclosed find copy of « letter to Mr. Downey for your files, 
Not only did tar. Downey agree on all thet we had previously — 
discussed but in the presence of. my brother, George, he exp: 
the desire that as far as he was concerned, the matter was c 


epee — before ee ees lr. Coleman hed called to 
was coming o sce Wednesday, September 
with Sen Mertz and Alec Nicheain of f the Progressive Linen Supp) 


In summary: Since August lst, when we first served Kinsel's, 
our routemen heave been receiving the same com-ission based on 
the same prices that the ae Linen drivers received, W 
heve anaes and eral ee i the sane Pen that 
Progressive rged t rom beginning o ce, 
We now intend to charge them these seme rates in the futiee and 
have no agreement for rebates, refunds, etc., with Kinsel's nor | 
“. we discuss any such agreement, You can tell Mr. James Hoffa 
what you have promised we would do has been fulfilled and 
Ire ae eve kept your word a... we have kept ours, In the future we 
end to solicit business on ~ a same basis as far as prices 
and revtemen wages are conc 


The next move should be te forestall Mr, Coleman's visit to 
Mr. Downey on Wednesday and eliminate pressure from Mr. Downey, 


Marathon Linen Service, Inc. 


Willies N, Genematas 
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EXHIBIT NO. 85C 


KINSEL<| 


NS 


)vng ompany 


September 17, 1954 


Marathon Linen Service, Inc. 
3433 East Warren Avenue 
Detroit 7, Michigan 


Gentlemen: 


We are writing you in reference to our linen service 
agreement of August 1, 1954. 


As you know, after entering into the agreement, union 
officials informed us they were fearful that your supplying of 
linen to us would precipitate a price war, and they have urged 
us to continue ng our linen requirements from our former 
supplier. 


You will note that our contract does not require us 
to deal exclusively with you or take all of our linen from you, 
but the contract provides that the items shall "be furnished 
in any quantities requested"® and that deliveries are to be made 
wherever desired. 


This will advise you that in accordance with the terms 
of our contract, we request you to deliver linen only to our 
store at 17051 Kercheval, Grosse Pointe Park, Michigan, commenc- 
ing Monday, October 4, 1554. On and after the last mentioned 
date and until such time as we may notify you to the contrary, 
we direct you to discontinue supplying linen service items to 


our other stores and warehouse. 
Very truly yours, 


KINSEL DRUG COMPANY 


» HW A. Mhsrisey 





& : 
- 
~ 
oe 
1 
* 
? 
a 


gn" 


cee acaukb- ET ¢ 


- 


oe aa 


44 


ve 





699 


é 


LABOR FIELD ] 


THE 
September 22, 1954, 


ExuHrsit No. 85D 


ACTIVITIES IN 


IMPROPER 





Ti RB: Marathon Linen Servieo, Ine, - Kingel Drug Company 


Dear Jisxie: 


| 


stated thet, if 
ge their 
th Progressive 


in the matter 


honm-Kinee] matter, 


on, Joe, has kept me efvieed with respect te the developments in the 


a... 18, 1954, Marethen wae in roesipt of « letter 
September 17, 1954, a copy of whieh I enwicee herewith f 


Maret 





Stam 
we my 
yours, 


Al 


Hats 2 Pr 
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